. Examination of the Remarks 
J , and Mr. Catcott's Answzr 70, | 
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Define quapropter novitate exterritus iꝑſd, — 2: 


oſpuere ex animo rationem : ſed magis acri 8 

Judicio perpende, et, fi tibi vera videtur, © 

1 Dede manus : aut, fi falſa eſt, accingere contra. 75 
1 Lucret. Lib. 2. 
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P R E FAC E. 


HE. general Projudices which Mr. H's 
Adverſaries endeavour to'arm others with, 
againſt bim, are Vanity, an inſolent over- 

» . bearing their Sentiments, commanding an 
abſolure Submiſſion to bis own, and oppoſing all that. 
have gone before him. 

Theſe are catched-at and propagated by deſigning 
Mem, who would not have the Scriptures looked into; 
and ſwallowed by the lazy and indolent who cannot 
be at the pains of ſeeing for themſelves: But any one 

who looks ever ſo little into his writings, will pre- 
 ſently ſee be was one of the laſt men in the world for 
impoſing opinions without reaſons, or for ſhackling the 
Free- born Soul under the ſtupid pretence of a proper 
ſubmiſſion (which every man of ſenſe will pay) to 

the Sentiments of our Superiors, to Authority, or for 
jou of deſtroying all Order and Decency, and ves 
ant. 

if be rontradifts any Author, he bad 40 a_ 

right to wy as that Author had to contraditt any 

that wrote before him: or to write upon the ſame ſub 
jelt after 3 as he had to write upon the Subjeft, which 

3 had before him, So if there be tt Commen- 

tators on the Scripture, and they two diſegree with 
each other, and there are not two but what do, the 

Accuſation will carry its own Confutation; and th 

whom he diſſents from can never be brought as his 
Accuſers, for what they themſelves Stand convitt of. 
| But this is ſo idle an objettion, that it is not worth 
while to ſtay upon it : and it is as falſe as idle, to 
_ ſay be contradits all that have gone before bim: 
B 8 


Wh „ Sede | 
5 Writings are loaded with Jations Jin eau 5 
er be lays down, _ — 
His perſonal faults (and who is there without 
them, but your Phariſees?) ought to have died with 
bim. The Grave has always been looked on by wi 
and good men, as a cover, an Aſylum for the lf er 
faults of Conſtitution, natural Infirmity, or what- 
ever elſe does not come under the name of Sins of ma. 
lice, Suppoſe Mr. H. was vain, proud, opiniona- 
tive, warm and haſty ,, what * be is dead. 
Should any one have ript up ſuch idle hf, now he is 
gone, and can't anſwer for himſelf ? If he mere vain, 
he had ſomething to be vain of, and ſurely this is a 
Charge which comes very aukwardly out of the Mouth 


of —But as aukward as it is in ſucha Creature, and 


as ungenerous as it is in People of ſome Note, this 
Method always bath been, and always will be taken. 
« It is in vain (ſays a great. Man, in a Letter to a 
** Clergyman *) to fancy your Virtue will proteti 
* you, No, the moſt conſpicuous Virtue will not 
*6 be believed. If you are 5 of no open Vices, 
«« ſecret ones will be imputed to vou; your Enquiries 
« fill be called vain, curious, may. forbidden Stu- 
& dies, Pride and Ambition will be ſaid to be 
* the ſecret Springs of them. A Search after Truth 
1 will be called a Love of Novelty—o ſay what 
* 'the Scriptures have ſaid, and in the very ſame 
* Words too, if not explained in the common 
„% Way, will be Blaſphemy ; and the moſt ſincere 
 ** Concern for the Honour of Almighty God, you 
„cannot be ſure will not be interpreted downright 
« Atheiſm, Every thing you ſay or do will have a 
< wrong turn given it :—Every inaccurate Expreſ- 
0 fon Bol bepreſſed intoa crime; anylitile Warmth 
**.of Temper, ſhall be aggravated into Pride and 
Foſitiveneſs, into 4 Contempt of Authority, 
'* Difficulties and Diſe. which attend * Stud of the 
. — in the way of private Judgment, p. 5. 23 7 
iv) | ar an 


le 


„ 3 
1. ad Ill-manhers. p. 15. His Learning is theared © 
ij ſuch a manner, that you would think he did not 
„% know the firſt Elements of Greek; though even in 
& that he is much ſuperior to moſt of thoſe who make 
ts ſo free with him: And you, every day, bear bis 
0% Performances run down as Whimſeys and Chi- 
«© mera's, by Men who never read them, and if they 
& did, could not underſtand them: Nor does his 
&« Warmth of Temper come off better: *Tis all over 
% Ohftinacy, Pride. a want of Modeſty and due 
„ Deference to juſt Authority, They that ſpeak moſt 
% favourably, look upon him as craz'd, and litili 
* better than a Mad-man.” Tt is common indeed 
to call thoſe Mad-men who pretend to be wiſer than 
their Betters, and whom an honeſt fincere Zeal be- 
trays into a Reſolution of oppoſing the higheſt, uben 
need requires it, and a warm Heart into ſome free 
Expreſſions, and ſuch as a Man leſs in eatneſt would 
have been more upon his guard againſt. ** Theſe 
& Faults are often incident to the beſt Men, in the Free. 
„ doms of Converſation, and in writing againſt im- 
pertinent and unreaſonable Adverſaries, eſpecially 
« ſuch as ſtrike at the Foundations 4 Religion and 
„ Virtue; and yet theſe are thought Excuſes for 
„ black ning and defaming him, and notwithſtanding" 
+ his many ſhining Qualities be muſt be inſulted by+ 
„ every worthleſs Wretch, as if be had as little 
« Learning and Virttie as the loweſs of thoſe who 
are againſt him.” 35.1 
Tf the Charge of Blaſphemy, abuſing, wreſting and 
perverting the Scriptures could be made out, I con- 
feſs, I think no Place ought to protect him, but his 
Memory ſhould be made to ſtink, as much as does the 
impotent Malice of the little Cur that is hired t 
bark at him, | 
The Reformation began, and muſt ſubjjſt upon an 
impartial Search into the Original Scripture 4 from 
what unhappy Miſtake, I know not, the Method was 
1 Is 


* 


taught us) the Slavery of a Nation. 


6•f : | 
got into of conſtruing the ſacred Records of all Truth 


by the Rules of Grammar, and Commentaries of the 
apoſtate Fews, but it had ſo long prevailed, that the 


Venom of that Generation of Vipers had ſo infetted 
even the Springs of the Well of Life, that it was not 
ſafe to drink of it Waters, Whether from Deſign, or 
Lazineſs, or what other Principle, very few or none 
had attempted the Diſcovery of the Knowledge which 
is contained in the Hebrew Scriptures, without the 
Condutt of thoſe who have rejetted Him, for Evidence 
of whom thoſe Scriptures were wrote, and of whom 
they are. the chief and principal Evidence, Mr. 
Hutchinſon, by examining more narrowly into the 

Matter, ſaw through the Labyrinth of Errors the” 


| Commentators on the Old Teſtament were involved in; 


hath expoſed the malicious Deſigns of the Enemies of 
Chriſt and Chriſtianity; with indefatigable pains 
hath recover'd the true Genius of the Tongue; ex- 
plained, and given freſh Proofs of the moſt important 
Articles of our Creed ; cleared the Scriptures from 
thoſe Blots, the ſuppoſed Miſtakes in Philoſophy, 
which had made them ſuffer in the Opinion of ſome 
who have been in the higheſt eſteem with the gene- 
rality of Mankind, When the Scriptures become 
uncertain, and the Interpretations are either non- 
ſenſe or forced, unſupported, and only ſuch as Caprice 
and Imagination give riſe to, it is eaſy to ſee what 4 
Door is opened either to Popery, by driving Men to 
Tradilion and the inſallible Guide for Direction; or 
elſe to what is called Deiſm, but is indeed Atheiſm, 
or but one remove from it, by eclipfing the ſacred 
Light and leaving Men in the dark with no other 


Guide but their own Fancies, which are as various as. 


they are unconſtant. Two Extreams dreadful both ; 


for the one would ſoon prove (as Hiſtory can teſtify) 


the utter ruin, and the other (as Experience hath 


* 


„ Th. A hd 


= & 


T3300 
If but one Error can be demonſtrated in a divine- 
at once. Nor can any thing ſecure its authority, but 


explaining it in ſuch a manner as to make it con- 
ſiſtent with it ſelf, and the Attributes of the ever- 


bleſſed Perſons of the Trinity, whoſe holy Spirit dirett- | 
ed the penning of it: How far ſhort of this many for. 


mer Explications of the Enblematical, Hieroglyphi- 
cal, and Philoſophical parts of Scripture have been, 


J need not ſay; how ſucceſsful Mr. H's Labours 
have been, time will ſhew: I ſhall repeat what 1 


inſerted among other things in a Pampblet on the ſub- 


jett in diſpute, that he hath given us more know- 
ledge from the Scriptures than the moſt extravagant 


of us could have expected. I well know what diſguſt 


this will give to many, who, though they have laid afide 
the Ceremonies of Papery, retain many of its worſt 


Principles, Pride, Malice, and ſo (tho" out of 
power ) a defire of lording it over the Flock of Chriſt. 
Meer Church Authority, Force and Compulſion (as 


in Popery) in matters of Faith, are utterly unknown 


to all the Laws of God, and are never made uſe of but 
by thoſe who are unable to explain and give that Evi- 
dence, which God hath thought proper to leave on re- 


cord for our ů rule and direction; and where that is 


fairly and impartially done, are as uſeleſs as they are 
baſe and diagelical. Theſe Principles are uſually charged 
on the Clergy in general, but very improperly, ſince 
they are peculiar to a Party, now out of power, and 
T hope in God will never be uppermoſt again. | 

Blaſphemy, denying or ſpeaking irreverently of the 


Perſons of Jehovah, and all inſincere treatment of 


their Word, cant be too much deteſted or too much dif- 


couraged : the ſacred Laws of thoſe who are aur ado» 
rable Creators and Elahim demand our profoundeſt 


Veneration, and when examined into, it ought to be 
done «with all imaginable Reverence and Care, left 


we miſtake or pervert them: But Religion. ſuppoſes 


B 3 


ly inſpired Writing, the Credit of the whole muſt fink 


(vi) 


o freedom of Ni; and that a free, and impartial 


examination of its Dictates: And they who oppoſe 
this, or others for doing it, are enemies to God, ta 
Religion, to Mankind in general; and the worſt of 
enemies to this Country in particular, which by that © 
means aroſe from the loweſt Ebb; from a ſubjettion 
to thoſe Principles which muſt enſlave a nation, to 4 
full poſſeſſion of thoſe invaluable Bleſſings, Freedom of 


Mind and Body: And if we adbere, as we begun, to 


the original Scriptures, will ſecure us from the other 
extream, a ſubjettion to thoſe Principles which muſt 
infallibly rob the Soul of the Grace of God, and a Na- 
tion of his Protection, as was ſeen in that vaſt ex- 
tent of Chriſtian ground which the Mahometang 
overrun as ſoon as Arianiſm, Deiſm, &c. had in- 
felted it beyond remedy by ordinary means. To 
Scripture we will, we muſt ſubmit our thoughts and 
attions, but every Man bath a right to ſee what it 


ſays for himſelf: on that our Church was eſtabliſhed, 


and on that alone (under God's Proteftion) it can 
ſubhft. ¶ have the Authority of many great Men 


for what I not ſay, but chuſe to cite only the fore- 


mentioned Author, becauſe 1f what he ſaith pleads 
with ſo much force in favour of thoſe who ſearched 
the Scriptures to ſupport Doctrines contrary to the © 
chief Articles of our Creed, it may be cited, I think 

with the utmoſ} propriety in favour of one wha 

bath illuſtrated and proved the principal Articles 
without any Suſpicion of oppoſing the leaſt. Difficul, 
and Diſcour. Sc. p. 31. Till there is ſuch a Li- 


46 berty allowed io Clergymen ; till there is ſuch a 


« ſecurity for their Reputations, Fortunes and Perſons; 
« ] fear I muſt add, till ſo difficult a Study (as that 


of the Scripture) meets with proportionable en- 


« couragement; tis impeſſible a ſincere, impartial, 
% and laborious Application to it, ſhould generally 
« prevail: And till it does, it is impoſſible the Scrip- 


* ures ſhould be well underſtood : And till they are, 


1b; 


0 


„„ 
C they are a Rule of Faith in name only : For it #s 
% not the Words of Scripture, but the Senſe which 
« js the Rule; and ſo far as that is not underſtood, 
** /o far the Scriptures are not our Rule, whatever 


u pretend; but the Senſe that Men have put 


upon them; Men fallible as our ſelves, and who 
«© were by no means ſo well furniſhed, as the Learned 
at preſent are, with the proper helps to find out the 
„true meaning of Scripture. And while we take the 
„ Senſe of Scriptures in this manner upon Content 
« and ſee not with our own Eyes, we inſenſibly re- 
« lapſe into the Principles of Popery, and give up 
© the only ground on which we can juſtify our ſe- 
„ paration from the Church of Rome. *Twas a 
Right to ſtudy and judge of the Scriptures for 
„ themſelves, 1hat our firſt Reformers aſſerted 
* with ſo good effeft ;, and their Succeſſors can defend 
* their adherence to them, on no other Principle. 

„ then we are concerned for the ſtudy of the 
« Scriptures, farther than in words; if we in 
«« earneſt think them the only Rule of Faith; let 
„us aft as if we thought ſo: Let us heartily en- 
* courage a free and impartial Study of them; let 
„ us lay aſide that malignant, arbitrary, perſe- 
«© cuting Popiſh Spirit.” 

This, though the Author urges it in defence of Dr. 
Clark's and Mr. Whiſton's Licentia in interpreting 
Scripture, and publiſhing ſuch Interpretations to the 
World, and though the Heads of Church and State 
were alarmed to the higheſt degree at the Danger they 
apprebended from it, to me ſeems unanſwerable ;, and 


* 


doubt not will be thought ſo here, when neither 
Church nor State are apprehenſive of the leaſt Danger 


from Mr. H's Writings, though ſuch @ Clamour is 
underhand fomented againſt them. 
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THE 


Examiner Examined, c. 


SHALL confine my ſelf chiefly to the Ar- 
gument which I think of con 1 rs. and 
not ſpend the Reader's time with ſuch perſonal. 
Reflections, as make a great part of the Examination, 
and in which there is room enough to retaliate z not 
that I think ſuch uſage doth not deſerve its proper 7 
Anſwer, but J hope it will not be thought neceſſary. „ 
The Examination is ſaid in the Title- Page to be | 4 
by the Author of the Oþ/ervations on Mr. 8 atcott*s 4 
Sermon; but it ſeems the Ozſervator hath thought 4 
proper to recall his Obſervations, and ſo they ought 1 
not to have been mentioned or referred to, as they - 
often are. ene”, he 8 1 | 
Examination, p. 3. There is a trifling remark 
made, that the Obhſervations conſiſted of forty 
pages; but the Remarks of an hundred and ſeven- 
ty two, and Mr. C's Anſwer of ninety beſides an : 
Appendix: which, if true, is nothing to the pur- | "I 
poſe; but a great part of the Remarks as well as 
of the Anſwer are not upon the ſubje in diſpute 
as is noted in the Title-Page of the Remarks, and 
Exam. p. 60. Mr. B. (for ſo I ſhall call the Au- 


thor 


n ( 10 ) 1 5 
thor of the Examination, ſuppoſing him to be the 
Reverend Mr. Arthur Bedford “,) allows that CW 
Anſwer from p. 80. with the Appendix, is nothin 
to him: And what he made the above Rems k 
for, I do not know. What Mr. B. Ex. p. 4. calls 
the State of the Controverſy, has nothing of Ar- 

ment in it, ſo it concerns not me, but it is as 
ar from Mr- H's Sentiments or any of his follow- 
ers as yet publiſhed to the World, as the Apoſtate 
Jeum are from Chriſtianity, I ſhall add further, 
that neither Mr. H. nor Mr. C. call the Diſſenters 
or any other Chriſtians Apoſtates, biſt only thoſe 
who rejected and crucified Chrift, and their Chil- 
dren who perſiſt in juſtify ing their Forefathers 
Actions, and in retaining their Sentiments. Theſe 
are Apoſtates, and theſe with their Traditions, 
(now written) Rules, Sc. have done more harm 
to the Chriſtian Cauſe than all its other Enemies. 
Mi are far from believing, ſays Mr. B. the Fer- 
iſh Fables; yet we think the reading ſuch Authors as 
were originally written in Hebrew will make ns un- 
derſland the Text the better, But there is not 2 
Sentence of original Hebrew writ, in the World, 
beſides the facred ekt. vi. 
The Subſtance of what follows to p. 10. is re- 
ated over and over again, and more at large 
in other places, ſo ſhall paſs on to p. 10. Where he 
conſiders the notion of * execrated, Paragraph 
2. Whereas they call each Perſon in tbe ever-bleſſed 
Trinity execrated or accurſed, &c. but they ſay no 
| ſuch thing: p. 11. at top he allows a Covenant 
from all eternity to ſave Man, but ſays that it . 
was not confirmed by an Oath, much leſs by @ 
conditional Execration; ſo he knew that they had 
faid, and meant, no more than that the Deity had 
hid themſelves under che obligation of an Oath or 
| Nh +: 23 ecantion 
Though I do not look upon this as the work of one hand, 
but of the whole Party, it being the Sum of what they have hither-. 
to adyanc'd in Print or Converfation againſt Mr. Hs Writings. 
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(nun) 
(which is the ſame thing) under a conditional Ex- 
ecration to perform the Covenant: which he denies, 
and offers a reaſon, for firſt there was no occaſion 


for an Oath, The Deſign of an Oath is for - confir- 


mation of a Truth or Promiſe, when there is a doubt 


that otherwiſe it will not be believed. But the 
Mind and Will of each Perſon in the ever-bleſſed Tri- 
nity was always one and the ſame. They knew that 
each Perſon was a God of Truth — An honeſt Man's 
Word is as good as his Oath; and why then ſhould we 
think, that in the Godhead a bare Promiſe to each 
Per ſon was not ſufficient for the Performance? 
If an honeſt Man's Word be as good as his 
Oath, ſurely God's Word would have been as 
ood to Abrabam or David as his Oath: and yet 
30d made an Oath to them, But the Oath be- 
tween the Elahim was not to convince themſelves, 
or aſſure one another that they would perform the 
Covenant; and I wonder how it could enter into 


any Man's head to think it was. Mr. H. lays no 
f 7 Er 


ſuch thing, nor do any of his Admirers. 

bovab Elabim made an Oath, doubtleſs it was in 
full form with all the Circumſtances that are Bind- 
ing amongſt Men, as to form: We ſay they did 
ſo, when they concerted the means of our Salva- 
tion, and engaged each to perform a diſtin& part 
in the Execution of thoſe means; not becauſe they 
diſtruſted each other, but that Men might not diſ- 
truſt them, and when they ſhould know their 
Creators were under an Alab to ſave them, might 
have the ſtronger Conſolation. If the Examiner 
had thought Mr. Catcott had imagined that the 


Oath between the Perſons of the Trinity was to aſ- 


ſure themſelves, he ſhould have ſhewn what reaſon 
he had for thinking ſo before he had charged him 
with it: but I dare ſay he knew better, and charges 


him with this Abſurdity, as he doth in the Ob= 
ſervations with making the Cherubim uncreated z 


- (32 3. 
there he ſhews his ' miſtake was deſigned® ; and 1 
make no diſpute it was ſo here. But what occa- 
fion for a Covenant? could not (if I muſt talk in 
his ludicrous way) the Perſons of the Trinity truſt 
; each other without a Covenant as well as without 
an Oath? was the Covenant made becauſe they 
diſtruſted each other, or becauſe thcy did not 
know each other's Mind ? So that there was no 
_ occaſion for a Promiſe, or even mention of what 
he allows to have been covenanted, if his reaſons 
hold good againſt the Oath, which was as neceſ- 
ſary as the Covenant; but what does the Examiner 
mean by a Covenant from all Eternity? The 
Grace of God was given us in Chriſt Jeſus before 
the World began: and he is called the Lamb 
ſlain from the foundation of the World: but a 
Covenant made, i. e. an action done from all E- 
ternity, is a contradiction to common Senſe; 
its being made implys it once was not in being, 
and ſo had a beginning and conſequently was not, 
could not be from Eternity: it was made be- 
fore the Creation of the World, and perhaps on 
the defection of the Angels; and, we ſuppoſe 
(which I ſhall endeavour to prove in its proper 
place) was confirmed by Oath, as Covenants a- 
mongſt Men are; not to leave no doubt or diſtruſt 
of each other in the mind of the Elahim, but that 
Man might have no diſtruſt of them, _ W 
oul 


®* Obſer..p. 18. JF by his uncreated Emblem of the Trinity, 
he means the Trinity it ſelf, &c. An Emblem can't be the 
thing repreſented ; nor did he think Catcott meant that the 
Cherubim were uncreated or the Trinity, becauſe in the ſame 
page, he draws an Argument to prove him an Arian from his 
deſcription of the Cherubim.—1f by the Cherubim he means 
Cbriſi Feſus, it is direct Arianiſm, making Chriſt not of the 
ant ſubſlance as God, but of the like ſubſlance. So he knew 
E. meant what he ſaid, that the Cherubim were no more than 
a a ſimilitude of, or Images repreſenting the Great ones, and had, 
. 2 to ſay, he made them uncreated or the Trinity 
it ſelf. be 


Te "4 82 | 
ſhould be informed that his Creators had bound 
themſelves under the ſtronger Tye Ts. jo | 
ro accept him on his performance of the new 
Terms propoſed to him after the fall: (Heb, vi. 17, 
13.3". fe ounſel of God, was confirmed by an 
'Oath to give the Heirs of Promiſe the more abun- 
dant Satisfaction. _ / 0 
This Objection, that the Oath was unneceſſary, 
being removed, we will proceed. 5 
In the next Paragraph he comes to the Texts 
mentioned by Mr. Catcott, which he ſays do not 
prove it. ths firſt Text out of Habbakuk, and the 
firſt quoted in Iſaiah, and alſo in Geneſis, bath not 
a word in them concerning an Oath. 

Hab. i. 12, hath theſe words, Art not thou from 
everlaſting Jehovah d , my Elab. And Jſaiab 
xliv. 10, DN 'n, is there Eloab beſides me? 
We ſay Elah ſignifies an Oath when ſpoke of God 
as well as Men; and our notion had not been 
diſproved yet, ſo theſe ſhould have been refer- 
red to the next paragraph under Elabim. Hab. 
i. 12. proves Jehovah was Elab d from the 
firſt. Mr. B. makes Elab ſignify worſhipped. How 
do theſe Texts agree with that Derivation! Art not 
thou from everlaſting Jebovab, my worſhipped one? 
Habbakuk had not worſhipped God before the World 
or from everlaſting, (WP ſignifies one or, the 
_ other.) And the other Text, Is there any TR, 
object worſhipped beſides me, would imply a ve 
notorious fallehood ; beſides 75x, in the Hell 
Text is a noun, not a participle paſſive, ſo muſt be 
the Worſhipper, not the Perſon worſhipped. And 
then would be, Art not thou from everlaſting Jeho- 
vah, my Worſhipper. He will ſay perhaps that 
his Conſtruction of the Word is—The Being religiouſ- 
ly to be worſhipped, but if to worſhip be the radical 
Idea of the Word; the participle paſſive muſt ſig - 

nify worſbipped. But if he inſiſts upon his Con- 
** TR ſtruction 


ſtruction to be worſhipped here, he muſt take it ſo in 
other Places; he endeavours to evade this, Exam. 
p. 47. by ſaying, I meant no more than that God. 
was religiouſly to be worſhipped from the Time when 
be was pleaſed to make Lim known, and to all Eter- 
ity ; and adds, I know no harm in this. To be ſure 
there is none in repeating thoſe Words, but that is 
not the Queſtion; Do fe and NPR imply a future 
in them to be worſhipped ? or are they the ſame Part 
of Speech? if ſo, why is the (Y in one and not 
the other? and if they are not the ſame part of Speech 
I ſhou'd be glad to know what 15x is, whether a 
Noun, a Participle adbive or paſtve, or what. We 
will ſuppoſe that Adam &c. underſtood Arabic and 
declined the Word after the Arabick Grammar. 
Yet that Part of Speech which it is in one Place 
I ſuppoſe it muſt be in others; Hof. xii, 9. doth not 
| ſeem to admit of its being a Participle paſſive in 
the future Tenſe. And I the Lord thy Being reli- 
giouſly to be worſhipped from ihe Land of Agypt, 
will yet make thee dell &c. and ſo in other places; 
Nor do I know of any Participle in Hebrew like 
the Participlein dus in Latin; the Yau in the third 
order, doth not admit of any ſuch Conſtruction, as 

any body will ſoon ſee who will read but a Chapter 

in Hebrerw. VVV 1 
I ſhall omit the Remainder of this Paragraph, 
and refer the Reader to.the Remarks upon the Ob- 
ſervations. P. 37. begins with NI, and there are 
Reaſons given, and Authorities from Moderns to 
| ſupport our Conſtruction of Elabim, and Diſtinction 
which Mr. B. tho? often warned, never makes be- 
| tween IR and TR, particularly p. 71, 72. and 

where other Texts are produced to prove FX as 
an Oath ſpoke of God. „ : = 
The Examiner proceeds, p. 12. There Ming no 
Text of Scripture ta ſupport this Notion, the loft Re- 
fuge is to the Derivation of the word Elobim. 5 | 
5 : re 


(15) Nt 

There are other Texts produced which did not 
deſerve to be conſidered, I ſuppoſe, as Ezek. 
' xvi, 59. XVii. 19. Thus ſaith the Lord God, as 1 

live, ſurely 0 mine Oath that he bas deſpiſed, 
and my Covenant that he has broken, &c. But what 
Reaſon can. be given why the Oath was not taken 
when the Covenant was made, or that the Subject 

Matter of the Elab was not the Covenant? and 
then the Oath was berween the Elabim, as the Co- 
venant was; tho* our Derivation of f 


ſtands good, if the Oath was not between the 


Perſons of Jehovah, but only made by them to 
Man, in confirmation that they would perform the 
Covenant before agreed on between themſelves. 
] admit Mr, B's Rule of not carrying the Deri- 
vat ion of the Words further than plain Texts of © 
Scripture will juſtify the Dofrines raiſed from them, 
The Doctrine raiſed from our Derivation of the 
word A, is that the Trinity were under a 
conditional Execration, i. e. were under the obli- 
gation of an Oath, or had ſworn to redeem Man, 
as Gen, xxii. 16, 18. By my ſelf have I ſworn, that 
in thy Seed ſhall all the Nations of the Earth be bleſt. 
Is not this a plain Text? Yes, but then Pt is 
uſed here and not NM, ſays Mr. B. and Niſpbang, 
he will have it implies no MalediFion. Every Oath 
implies ſome uw Sanction, ſome Penalty or 
Execration conditionally ſubmitted to; it is not 


an Oath without this. Elab is only the condi- 


tional Penalty of an Oath or Execration conditio- 
nally imprecated, without which an Oath is but a 
bare Promiſe. But let us hear what Mr. B. has to 
ſay, Exam. p. 13. In all the Texts before mentioned, 
where God is ſaid to ſwear, the Hebrew word Niſh- © 
bang is uſed ; of which I had before made this Obſer- 
vation, that the word implied no Malediction, be- 
cauſe it doth not ſuppoſe a Poſſibility of breaking the 
Covenant. Bat the Exam, gives up this Aſſertion 


8 


5 „„ 
in the very next Sentence ; When it is ſpoken f 
Men, it ſuppoſes a poſſibility of breaking 1712 2 
ſequently of a Curſe; had he not done fo, it is very 
ceaſy to ſhew, that Niſbbang does ſuppoſe the Per- 
ſon who takes it under a conditional Execration, as 
well as Elab. Dan. ix. 1 1. All Iſrael have tranſgreſſed 
thy Law, therefore the Noe Curſe is poured upon them, 
and the Nya N Oath that is ritten in the Law of Mo. 
ſes. Where wou' d be the Senſe of pouring the Oath 
upon them, were there no Execration implied in the 
ord? Numb. v. 21, The Lord mate thee a Curſe © 
and an Oath among thy People. Is not ſome Sort 
of Malediction implied by the Word here? 1 Sam. 
xiv, 24, Saul e bad adjured the People. v. 26. 
The People feared NyAWN. But Jonathan heard 
not when his Father PA&N the People. So NON 
and Nya are or _— an Execration both of 
3 and the ſame Action is expreſſed by both 
ords. | 1 
Nya and ze were equally binding and ſa- 
cred: It hath been thought otherwiſe, and ſome 
Texts produced to juſtify it, as Lev. v. 4. but the 
Caſe here was atoneable, becauſe the Breach of the 
Oath was incurred without deſign; and vi. 3. ſup: 
poſes a Perſon to have found ſomething his Neigh- 
bour had loſt, and upon demand to deny his having 
it: on this the Party aggrieved had liberty to bring 
dim to the Prieſt, who had a right to put the De- 
fendant to his Oath, on which it was ſuppoſed the 
Truth would come out: for the Prieſt had the 
Liberty of conſulting the Oracle, which muſt 
naturally deter thoſe from Perjury who knew it 
could ſo ſoon be detected. v. 3. is wrong tranſla- 
ted, or have found tha; which was loft, and lyeth 
concerning it, and v YIV) be put to his oath 
on the Lye; ſo v. 5. or, all that about which he 
hath ſworn, i. e. hath been adjured PPY, wit 


© I 
ref] f ) 
Inſtances Numb. xxx. concern Perſons who are not 
ui juris, but under the, power LON AY conſe- 

quently had but a conditional Right to take the 
Oath or Vow; in caſe Husband or Parent did not 
ſignify their Diſſent z, which if they did not, the 


Parties were abſolutely bound to obſerve their 


Nya; and ſo is the v. 2. declared to be un- 
conditionally, becauſe he is ſui juris; this ſhews 


that Nya and Hon are both equall binding, 


and that they both imply a Curſe or Execration; 
But I need not have ſpent time on this becauſe Mr 
B. gives it up z when it (NY WP) ſays he, is ſpoken 2 
Men, it ſuppoſes a Poſſibility of breaking it, and conſe- 
quently of a Curſe. Niſhbang ſuppoſes nothing about 
the Poflibility of its being brokł, that can be no 
part of the Idea; the Word implies what we call 
an Oath, as an Oath does a conditional Execratior, 
and I have ſhewn that "yg is uſed in Scripture 
ta expreſs that Execration. Mr, B. contends that 
Niſhbang, when ſpoke of God, implies fio Ma- 


lediction, and gives this Reaſon, p. 13. For God, 


who is Truth it ſelf, cannot deny himſelf ; this will 
prove that God cannot incur the Penalty of a 
' Niſhbang, and it will prove likewiſe. that he can- 
not ineur the Penalty of an Alab: and if Niſbban 
implies an Execration, as I have ſhewn it doth, . 


have as much right to charge him with aden : 
hack 


for ſaying God was under a Niſbbang; as he 
us, for ſaying he was under an Elab. Wall ſaying that 
Men may break anOath, but that God cannot, prove 
that ſame. penal Sanction is not part of an Oath; or 
that Niſbbang doth not imply ſome ſuch Sanction, 
as part of the Idea — word! 1 have ſhew it 
| does, Indeed when Men ſwear, poſſibly the Oath 
may be broken, but when God ſwears it is impoſ- 
ſihle it ſhould, but Miſbang ſuppoſes nothing at all, 
one way or che other 25 its being kept or ns 


to that about which he hathlyed. The three- 


iT (48) | 
only expreſſes the Act of Sweating. And if an 
Oath amongſt Men ſuppoſes a conditional Penalty, 
how will it be proved that the Oath of the Perſons _ 
| Febovab did not imply the ſame? Why! it did 
% not imply an actual Execration, therefore not a 
* conditional one in caſe of non-performance ?*” 
Tf our Gentleman is not aſhamed of ſuch reafoning, 
I hope they that ſet him to work will. St. Paul 
mentions the impoſſibility of the Elabim falſifying 
their Oath, as an argument for us to truſt to it 
with the greater Confidence, not as an argument 
that it was not a full compleat Oath, God, ſays 
he, interpoſed himſelf by Oath, that by two immu- 
table things, in which it was "impoſſible for God 
to fail or fiify, we might have a ſirong oi 40 on "= 
and now they have found out that the Oath was 
unneceſſary. The two immutable things St. Paul 
Tpeaks of, are the Oath and God interpoſed, what 
is the meaning of God interpoſing himſelf by Oath,, 
or ſwearing by bimſelf, as I live, by my Life, &c. 
Ts not this ſtaking himſelf, his Divinity, his Life on 
the Performance of his Oath? God interpoſed is 
one of the immutable things; doth not that imply 
[as if he had faid he would be changed, in caſe he 
falſiñed his Oath ? When God, as Fer. li. 14. and 
Amos vi. 8. ſays he hath ſworn by his Liſe, 
(dz) have the words no meaning, or a meaning 
different from what they would have been under- 
ſtood in if a Man had uſed them? Indeed it is im- 
polſſible God ſhould be changed or die, as it is 
impoſſible he ſhould falſify his Oath, ſo we have 
ade for our ſecurity z but ſtill 
here was a conditional exectation they laid them- 
ee e e, that” e fete 
their Divinity, their Life,” which tho“ impoſſible 
was conditionally *promifed becauſe an Oatb for 
Confirmation, is to Men an End of all Strife. Heb. | 
vi. 16. but an Oath without a penalty is not an * | 
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Elabim implied a conditional Exceration as 
Oaths do, or elſe it would not have been an oY 
for Confirmation, or have anſwered the Deſign 


for which it was taken, namely to confirm it as 


we do our moſt ſolemn Covenants : which is the 


| reaſon St. Paul gives for the Oath of the Elabim, 
So little reaſon has this Gentleman to plume him, 
| ſelf upon his obſervations that niſbhang implied 


no Conditional Execration, as alah does, and that 
God avoided the word alab; both which, if true, 


(as they are groundleſs) would be of no manner of 


ſervice to him. Let me now ſtate the argument. 
He that takes an Oath, puts himſel under 4 
Conditional Execration. 
The Trinity did take an Oath, therefore put 
themſelves under a Conditional Execration. 
The Elab is the Conditional Execration or penal 
Sanction of an Oath, therefore Elabin does 
ſignify Perſons under ſuch a Conditional Exe- 
_cration, or who have taken an Oath. _ 
This we think will juſtify us in ſaying the word 
Elabim refers to the Oath, which the Perſons of 
the Deity entered into for man. And ſaying they 
put themſelves under a Conditional Execration to 
perform the Covenant, is ſaying 4 no more nor leſs 
than that they ſwore to perform it. 
Dyar is uſed 4s an Oath near two hundred 


and thirty times; two hundred times and 


above as à verb, and not thirty times as a noun, 
Doe, an Execration or Oath, is uſed. about forty 
_ a noun, twice only as a verb. 7udg. xvii. I, 
o thou execratedſtor adj juredſt me. 1 Sam. xiv. 24. 
pt: adjured the re = that ya was t 
word commonly uſed, and d only on are 
cular occaſions: and beſides Nya was wi 17 4 
verb, and IN as a nous. Whatever might be the 
rcaſon that men Eng Elab and choſe N Beba 
* 5 an 


6, (0) 
| and whatever reaſon they had for bing the one in 
one part of ſpeech rather than another, that was 
reaſon ſufficient why Jebovab, in ſwearing or re- 
peating his Oath to men, ſhould uſe that word, and 
in the manner that they did. Jebovab hath twice 
or thrice uſed MX as a Noun for the Oath they 
were pleaſed to bind themſelves under, but it is 
ſeldom referred to as an Aion paſt, ſo a Noun; and 
it is but a few times God is ſaid to ſwear at all: 
and then when he ſpeaks in the firſt Perſon, he 
uſes the word, which thoſe * 2 oke to, did on the 
like occaſion. If it be aſked. iy ebovab did 
not take their name from the word moſt commonly 
uſed ; I muſt aſk again why IX (an Oath) 2 
uſed as a noun, but not as a verb. I don't ſee it 
affects our diſpute at all anſwering this queſtion : 
It is plain Nya was the word generally uſed 
and when uſed, uſed rather as a verb than a noun : 
and that Nhe when uſed, was uſed as a noun rather 
than a verb, and God hath uſed the words in the 
fame manner. Mr. B. ſays God avoids the word 
TOR when he is ſaid to ſwear 3 and ſo did men: and 
when he will pleaſe to tell me, why men avoided 
It, I will tell him why I think Jebovab thought 
Proj r to avoid it likewiſe: and when, (according 
ie cuſtom of taking a name from ſome memo- 
r action) they were pleaſed to take a name 
from this action which carries infinite merey and 
Condeſcenſion in it, why they choſe rather to de- 
nominate themſelves by IR than Da. Ichink 
the reaſon obvious enough”, but hall leave f i to 
his Conſideration: 5 
In the Offervations p. 9. Mr. B. — lt *; 
Nerivaticn's Elabim from TR an Oath, uy 
new, beſides what hath bee read y produced, See 
Leigb's Critica dacru under er from this 
2 — 7 Alah to adjure, becauſe uf 'the Covenant, Oath 
a Exerration, oor we are bound unto 'Þar 
ut 


and Execration to ſave us. But Mr B. ſays he 


— aw _- acts ad < 
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„ 
But as God is in Covenant, or under Oath for us, 
it is not derived from Alab or Elab, becauſe we are 
under onł God, but becauſe they are under one to 
us, or on our account. Leigb did not mean that 
we are execrated beeauſe we are bound by Oath 
and Execration to God, any more than we do that 
Jebovab is exccrated, becauſe under an Elab, Oath 


chuſes to ſtict to the Arabick, and make it fignify 
the Being religiouſly to be wonſbi pped. This Deriva- 
tion of the word was propoſed. in his Obſervations 


and largely anſwered in the Remarks upon them, 


p. 38. and ought. to have been conſider'd here. 
Mr. C. touches upon this too pretty cloſely in his 


Anſwer p. 53, 54. which it was much eaſter to over- 


look than anſwer. Indeed Exam. p. 37. Mr. B. 


comes to this again, according to cuſtom, anſwer- 
ing the ſame argument in half a dozen different 
Places, a little in one place and a little in another, 
which makes a ſad {Gambling piece of work. 


We are ſtill in p. 13. J inferred (from what 


we have been conſidering) ſays Mr. B. that to de- 
.rive the name of God from a word, which he conftantly 


avoids ben be. ſpeaks of himſelf, and which ſuppoſes 
an imperfefion in bis very nature, was moſt abſurd, 


and deſerved à ſeverer Epithet, It is ſomewhat 


ſtrange that, He can't ſce the difference betwixt a 


Conditional and an Abſolute: Execration; and that 
he ſhould think no body elſe could. Is it any 


reproach, or imperfection in a good man to bind 


= himſelf under an Elah to perform his promiſe ; or 
| to ſay, may I forfeit my Life, my Soul or eternal 


Happineſs if I do not keep my word; or is he ac- 


| curſed for doing it? He doth it to give another 
who can't ſce his Heart the ſtrongeſt aſſurance he 


can of his Intention; and if he performs what he 


ſo ſwears to, is he execrated actually, or was he 


actually execrated before he had performed it? 
God ſwears to give ay” (who are infinitely leſs able 


ES, 


tan) : | 

to ſee into his heart than one another's) heſtrongelt 
_ aſſurance of his Intention: Doth this imply any 
imperfection in his nature, or ours? 325 it not a 
Condeſcenſion to our way of thinking, and manner 


ol confirming our Covenants and Promiſes ? 


Mr B. goes on, My. Catcott readily owns this 
_ * Diſtinftion, but endeavours to prove, that the Word 
Aab, an Oath or a Curſe, is ſpoken of God in Scrip- 
ture, but only can find Deut,"xxix. for his purpoſe, 
where it is mentioned three times, and ſpeaking 


of God is called bis Oatb— And at the end of 


the paragraph, Mr. Catcott could find no other 
Texts for his purpoſe, and therefore I ſu ſuppoſe 
bere are none, The Remarks — to ſeveral 
others, * 71. which ought to have been taken 
notice of, but I ſuppoſe it was an overfight, Mr. 
Catcott's Texts Deut. xxix. Mr. B ſays, refer io the 
twwenly- ſeuentb Chapter, "where Cod commanded the 
Iſraelites to proclaim the Bleſſings' on the Obedient, 
and the Curſes on the Diſobeditnt—The'muture of 
which is fully told them in the twenty-eighth or follow- 
ing Chap. which is the — Chapter before that 
which Mr. Catcott 4 "Now this is called the 
Oath or Curſe of God, — Beten he was the Srearer, 
the Iſraeli tes did that, but becauſe he commanded it 
to be taten. Where are the people commanded to 
take an Oath? The Levites Were to pronounce 
with a loud voice, Curſed WW be the nan that 
maketh any Graven or Molten Image, and ſo on; to 
u the people were to declare t ir aſſent ay. 
ing Amen. But they are no where commanded to 
a e an Oath to obſerve" the precepts. Verſe 12. 
which is one of the Places Mr. C. refers to, the 
words are, that thou ſhouldſt enter into Covenant 
with the Lord thy God, and into bis Alah, which the 
Lord God maketh with thee this Day. Doth this re- 


fer to any thing paſt? Would not any one from 


hence 


® vin. dere va and hw, which I have hewn i 
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hence collect that there was a formal Covenant 
made between God and the People, and have not 
our Divines conſtrued it ſo, and that the Aab or 
Oath was the Oath [mutually taken in Confirma- 


tion' of that Covenant, by God long before, and 


now, either repeated or referred to? Did not God 


make a Covenant with the People? and if theſe 
words are authority enough to ſay God made a Co- 


venant, they are authority enough ta ſay he made 5 


or entered into an Alab with the People. My, B. 
adds, where Gods ſaid to ſtuear in this Chapter, the 


word Niſhbang is uſed, and repeats his Obſerva- 5 
tion that it implies no Execration or Curſe, but un- 


luckily in this Very place it implies the ſame as 
Hab. That thou ſhouldſt enter intq his Alab, 
6. that he may eſtubliſn thee to- day for a People 
5 unto himſelfꝰꝰ gas he hath, Niſhbang, ſworn to 


thy Fathers. Here God ſays he was under an 


Aab to perform what he had promiſed by Miſb. 
bang to their Fathers. Then being under an oath - 
(Niſhbang) implied being under an Aab, fo 


that had it been my Inclination to have quoted 

„ any more Texts in diſproof of the Diſt inction be- 

© tween NM and PIC), I could not have found 
«any more proper than thoſe in this Chapter.” 

- I defire the Reader to obſerve the words of this 

Text at thou ſpoulaſt enter into Covenant with 

| the Lord thy God, and into his Elah, which the 

Lord thy Elahim matetb with thee this Day, that 

| he may eftabliſh thee: and that he may be Elahim unto 

Dee. The Covenant and Elab was, that Jehovah 
| ould eſtabliſh them, and that they ſhould chuſe 

him for Elabim. Is not this God's Elab as well ag 

| the People's? on God's fide to ſupport the People, 

| and on the People's fide to adhere to Febovab for 


Elabim. What the People were to ſuffer is ex- 


| preſſed: becauſe they might and did incur the Pe- 
nalty: What the Particulars of the Elab or A/ah 


C 4 were 


| (24) 
were on God's fide is not mentioned: They neither 
did nor could ' incur. the Penalty. I ſubm t our 

Interpretation of this Paſſage of the Scriptures, 
and the Examiners to the Reader's ] a er 
and proceed to the next Paragraph, Where 
the groundleſs Charge is . e of our mak- 
ing Jebovab execrated actually, or accurſed, be- 
cauſe we ſay the Zlabim put themſelves under a 
conditional Execration, or ſwore to-perform their 
Covenant. And there is another Miſtake made 
here, which I defire may be obſerved that we do 
not ſay, that Chriſt was NR becauſe he and the 
other two Perſons were pleaſed ro become 
rh. The ſecond Perſon was Nye, bare the 
Execration, on another account; not from. the 
Breach of the Oath. Mr. B. firſt repreſents. us as 
if we had ſaid, all three were execrated; next as 
if we had ſaid ſo, becauſe they were under a con- 
ditional Execration. His words are, But ſhould we 
allow both theſe abſurdities, and that ' the ever-bleſſed 
” Jehovah, was under a conditional Execration on 
Curſe ; yet even that will not juſtify Mr. C. in call- 
ing bim execrated or accurſed, a poſſe ad eſſe non 
_ valet conſequentia, Then he puts a Caſe, The 
King takes a Coronation Oath. The members of his 
moſt honourable Council are ſworn in—now becauſe 
all theſe baue put themſelves under 4 conditional Per- 
jury (I ſuppoſe he means under a poſſibility of be- 
ing perjured) it would be very ſevere and uncbari. 
table to call all or any of them perjured without the 
leaſt Proof, Neither Mr. H. nor Mr. C. call all 
or any of the Perſons of the Trinity dera, or 
execrated, becauſe they put themſelyes under a con- 
ditional Execration, or forſworn becauſe (from 
the Scriptures) they ſay the Trinity ſwore to per- 
form their Covenant. And let him take back his 1:] 
Language: Mr. H. and Mr. C. ſay that Zebovah 
Rub im bound themſelves by Oath, ſo put chem” 
HY {4 elves 


r 
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becauſe, as St. Paul argues, it was 8 — 
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| eos under a conditional Execration, to perform 2 


venant, which they have performed, ſo were 
neither execrated nor perjured, all or any of them 


for falſifying their Oath; yet we ſay they took 


the Denomination of Elahim from that Oath.” 
The only Queſtioh here can be aſked is, why they 


promiſed, or ſwore, to undergo what it was im- 


| poſſible they ſhould, or how it anſwered the end 
of giving Satisfaction to Man for them to ſtake 
(as we may call it) what could not be forfeited, 


St. Paul gives the reaſon, An Oath with us is uſed 
for Confirmation, and is an end of all Strife. And 
it fully anſwered the end in God to uſe it to Man, 


two immutable things for his Security; If he 
conſider that God can't pay or undergo the Penal- 
ty, he muſt conſider at the ſame time that it is 


becauſe he is immutable in his own nature, and 


conſequently that he can't change his purpoſe 
which by the Oath it appears he was abſolutely 


determined upon. From hence it is we ſay the Per- 


ſons of the Trinity took the name of 8. 
But the ſecond Perſon is called f on another 
account, becauſe, as ſurety for Man, he was in, and 
with, the human nature, to do, and ſuffer or ſa- 
tisfy, that juſtice, which Man could not do for 
himſelf. Jehovah actually ſubmitted to an Elab, 
when he emptied himſelf of his Glory, took on bim 
the form of a Servant, bore the Contradi&ion of 
Sinners, performed all Righteouſneſs, and at laſt 


hung on a Tree. Mr. B. has no fixt Idea to the word 
hoe, Execration: I do not know that it doth ex- 


preſs the particular Curſe, which is requiſite in 
every Oath, and which from the nature of an Oath 
is conditional; but as it ſignifies a Curſe or Exe- 
cration, we are to gather what the particular N2 
or Execration, which the Divinity in Chriſt did 
undergo, ſo in what ſenſe he was IVR, by what 


4 
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was performed by Jebovab in Man; and perhaps 
from thence, we may get the ſtrict Idea of he wort. 
I need not en pic into that here to ſupport our 
cnfiruticn 0 de, or to ſhew what little reaſon 
there is to charge us with blaſphemy for ſaying 
that Tebovab was ze, Aloab: by Jebovab here 
meani . Poa ſecond Perſon, as every Child 
might en were under a Curſe, which no 
Man could bear or take off from himſelf, the 
Scriptures aſſert expreſsly that one Man could not 
redeem another, much leſs all Men, from whence 


it follows that it was Jebovab who took the Curſe 


— or bore it for us. The Remarks treat of this 
nf 2 (with an Explanation of that contro- 
vert t Job xix. 23.) to p. 91. to all which 
Mr. B. ſays Male more than that he denies it. 
Beſore I leave this and go to his ſecond Remark, 
1 muſt take notice of an aſſertion p. 12. at bottom, 
Tus in reference to the word Elohim, as it is in the © 
Aura] Number in Hebrew But always with a Verb 
e &c. One would have thought by his way 
Tpeaking that he had examined what he ſaid; 
mig * caſily have done ſo, when he told the 


1 of . the Word EYTSR occurred in ; 


and I think could ſcarce help ſceing Gen. xx. 12. 

De rue n, and 2 Sam. vii. 23, De ] 
the only nation on earth N DINDR Bon RN, 
whom the Elahim went to redeem, which are 
two inſtances againſt him: of plural participles 


pr nouns ai the word ENIX there are many 


inſtances. 
Icome n w to. his ſecond Remark, (Exam. P.15.) 


- which is, that in his O#/ervations he bad this ex. 


efron, The Author cannot excuſe himſelf from the 

, Chrilk was made a Curſe for us, becauſe there 

the 4 peſtle Jpeaks only of his Manhood, and this Au- 
tbor ( A. atcott,) ſpeaks of every Perſon in the 


ever-bleſſed Trinity, and in reſpet? of the hag: 
| he 


% „ 
The Charge of making each Perſon execrated, is 
repeated very often, but as Mr. Bedford had ſo 
fully proved them guilty of this horrid Blaſphemy, 


they could not be too often twitted with it. They 


both indeed diſown it in the Remarks and Anſwer; 
that ſignifies nothing, Mr. B. on, and con- 
futes them from Scripture—Jz. Paul, ſays that no 
Man ſpeaking by the Spirit of God calleth Jeſus ar- 
curſed, and the ſame may be ſaid, of the Father and 
the Holy Ghoſt. Mr. Catcott repeats all this in bis 
Anſwer—and adds, be thinks be hath foreſtalled my 
reply here—and there we take our leave, (without 
an Anſwer (I ſuppoſe he means) to it, and ac- 
cordingly paſſes over what Mr. C. ſays upon it. 
Let the Reader turn to his Anſwer, p. 48, 49, 
30, 51, part of which is cited Exam. p. 45.) MF. 
Hutchinſon quotes the ſame and ſpeaks aloud on 
that occaſion, (and ſo I hope will every Chri- 
ſtian) 4 If a Perſon of the eſſence, who was Fe- 
„% hovah, was not in that Manhood on the Tree, 
+. Chriſtianity is worth nothing.“ He ſays ſo in- 
deed, and has produced Texts enow to prove it, 
' beſides his reaſoning upon them, all which is over- 
looked by the Examiner; who pretends not to un- 
derſtand his meaning: and ſays, /o that unleſs bis 
meaning is, that the Godhead was made a Curſe for 
u, together with the Humanity, bis meaning is no- 
thing to the Caſe in diſpute. His meaning is, and 

it is clearly enough expreſſed, that a Perſon of tas 
Godhead or Jebovab was made a Curſe for us. But 
then Mr. B. ſays he utterly denies it, He may do 
ſo if he pleaſes, but then he ſhould have conſider'd 
and diſproved what Mr, H, hath offered in ſupport 
of his meaning, I ſhall beg leave to cite part of 
what he ſays, Remarks p. 149. Neither the 
Cal ſoot, nor the Drol, knew that citing and al- 
„ lowing ſuch a Text of Scripture (Chriſt was 
made a Curſe for us) admits nay poſitively 

„ . | proves 
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4 proves every thing in the Sermon. He admits 
„ that Mankind wy ſome prior Action, and by 
* the Sentence of ſome ſuperior Beings accurſed. 
«© And that whoever Chriſt was, he was accurſed 
«* in their ſtead, to take the Curſe off them, So 
„* he allows Religion arofe, and Man was ſaved 
from Chriſt's being accurſed. And he muſt ad- 
* mit (becauſe it is fully proved) that one Man 
* could not redeem another: and he admits that 
taking this Curſe off them purified them, made 
te them innocent, clean, &c. This proves, (and 
he muſt admit) that Y and all the Titles of 
% -Chriſt, with Jod in the third order, are truly con- 
„ ſtryed; and as a Perſon of Fehovah is added 
* to many of them, that proves (and he mult ad- 
% mit) that the Pcrſon of Febovab who was in the 
„ Mijn Chriſt was the principal Agent, and was 
£ TIX exccrated.“ V 
Mr. B. ſays in ſupport of his own aſſertion, 
Chriſt was made a Curſe for us, not as he was G, 
but as he was Sialb gon, that is, not as be was God, 
hut as he was God and Man in one Perſon, Then 
God was made a Curſe for us: he ſays no. Ve 
ſay of a Man (who conſiſts. of Soul and Body) he 
is dead; but the Soul never dies. Thus we ſay of 
Chriſt. whoſe divine Nature was united to the Mau- 
bood, he was made à Curſe for us; but the Godhead 
was never made a Curſe. for us. This Argument 
proves juſt as much againſt him as for him. We 
ſay of a Man, he is gone into the other World, or 
that he is gone to Heaven, but we do not mean 
his Body, for that is not to go into the other 
World, or into Heaven, till after the Reſurrec- 
tion: thus St. Paul miglit mean the ſuperior Na- 
ture of our Saviour by the Name Chriſt, as we do 
the ſuperior Nature in our Compoſition by the 
word Man, which conſiſts of two Natures: But St. 
Paul could not mean the inferior Nature or Hu- 
„„ manity 
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manity of Chriſt, becauſe that being made tbe 
Curſe alone, would have anſwered no End, as is 
proved above, and in the places referred to. If 
the Soul and Body may be ſeparately affected, that 
no ways proves, that the Divinity was not made 
the Curſe for us, much leſs will it prove that Je- 
hoveh was not on the Croſs, which the Examiner 
aſſerts. The Godhead of Chriſt, he allows, was 
inſeparably united to the Manhood, and made one 
Perſon, And. could the Manhood be on the Tree, 
and not the Godhead which was inſeparably united 
to it? When did the Divinity leave the Humanity? 
was it not on the Croſs, when he cried out Zloi, 
DD, Eloi, NON, lama Sabactbhani? on which 
the Humanity ſunk immediately, and gave up the 
Ghoſt. Would it be true if it ſhould be faid that 
his Soul was not on the Croſs? in the ſame man- 
ner the Divinity was there, and by the Sentence 
of the Law, as cited by St. Paul, was made a 
Curſe. Mr. H. hath ſpoke to this point, and a- 
mong others uſes theſe Words. If one of the 
« Fflence, covenanted if Man fell, to undergo 
„the Execration of taking fleſh, being evilly 
6 treated in it, and in it hanging on a Tree, after 
« Man had fallen, he was according to the Sen- 
e tence of the Law 550 , Deut. xxi. 23. Gal. 
«© ji. 13. Curſed, ene =: 
Who doth St. Paul ſpeak of Phil. ii. 6. Who 
being in the form of God, thought it no robbery to be 
equal with God: but made himſelf of no reputation 
| and took on him the form of a Servant, and was 
made in the likeneſs of Men: and being found in 
faſhion as a Man, he humbled himſelf, and became 
obedient unto Death, even the Death of the Croſs . 
This Text hath, been reckoned a very obſcure one. ho 
Being tv {40091 eu. [4081 in Greek, and Forma in Latin, I take 
to mean the ſame as 655 in Hebrew, which God ſwears by 
Trier. li. 14. An. vi. 8. and is the animal Frame os Conflitution, 
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differ from all other Beings. I take j4-ppy to be the ſame aa 
dz. the internal Frame, not external Form, from the Ex- 


Ab. 1. lin. 1. 


(30) 1 
And now we are told the Divinity was not o 
the Tree. When we ſay a Man is dead, we mean 


no more than that his Soul and Body are ſeparated. 
| The Soul doth not die, Mr. B. ſays; Death is im- 


oper] icated of Soul or Body ſeparately. 
| be Soul ef Crit. was ſeparated from his Body 
on the Croſs; and ſo was his Divinity; and thus 
as St. Paul ſays, above, God, being found in faſbion 
as a Man, humbled himſelf aud became obedient unto 
Death, even the Death of the Croſs. And Death 
may be predicated of the Divinity in Chriſt, in 
the ſame manner as of his Soul. It matters not 
what the Error of the Muggletonians was, but x is 

| | in 
dy which one Creature is diſtinguiſhed from another, ſo — 
to be borrowed to convey. an Idea of that indeſeribable condi- 
tion of Jehovah, by which He is, and by which the Perſons 


preſſion, he took on him jpwopeny d . explained further by the 
pext words, being (not, and vas) made ar eporouan aripurey: 
He took on him, the human nature, and was made real Man, 

Forma in Latin is the ſame as 54 or Hegdn. Ovid. Met. 


In nova ſert animus mutatas dicere Formas 
Corpora. T7 | | | 
The inward Frames cloathed with new bodies: not the Bo- 
dies changed into new forms. Thus A#zvr, though as to 
corpus, outward form, a Stag; was yet a Man, and knew his 
Change. His inward frame, or Forma, was not changed, but 
he was the ſame as to that, though in nouo corpore. There is 


. no diſpute, but there is an inward Frame of which the Body is 


the covering or, of which the Bones are Supporters ; the 


|  Linews the races, & 


Fee it traced and deſcribed in Mo/er's Sine Principio Introd. 
and if this be taken as a borrowed Idea of that by which Fe- 
bovab ir, er hegen den will be the ſame as in D or 


in the Z/ence, one of the Elabim. _ 


Thought it no robbery, or, taking what did not belong to him, 
inet vn ien, the being (or claiming.) the things, powers, 
attributes, which make the Equality in the Perſons of tes. 
'He often aſſerted on Earth, his 1 omniſcience, &c. 
but as ke had enptied himſelf of his Glory, he was to ſuſpend 
the Exerciſe of them, yet the aſſerting himſelf poſſeſſed of 
thoſe Powers was no ag we, taking to himſelf what was 
mot his on, or derogating from 7ehoweb. . 


„ 


43 ww 9 ft, WW Woo 


( 31) 


plain we have Scripture and Scriptute fairly con- 
ſtrued for our aſſertion, that Fehbovah was in the 


Man on the Croſs; was ſeparated on the Croſs 
from the Body of Chriſt, and was, with the Soul, 


not united to the Body, till the Reſurrection. The 


Divinity during this time could not be deprived 
of its Attributes of Knowledge Sc. nor was the 
Soul of its, nor do we give the leaſt hint that way. 

St. Paul it is true doth not diſtinguiſh who A 
ſpeaks of when he ſays Chriſt was made a Curſe for 
#5, But other Scriptures do, and they were pro- 
duced and reaſoned upon, but ſtill. the objection is 


* 


repeated, and all that overlooked. 
The Examiner produces 1 Cor. xii. 3. againſt ; 
Mr. C. No Man ſpeaking by the Spirit of God, call- 


eth Feſus accurſed. I thought St. Paul had himſelf 
ſaid that he was made a Curſe for us. Theſe Texts 
ſhould have been explained and reconciled; had 
he done that, he would have ſeen how filly the Ob- 


jection was, and what little room there was for re- 


peating it, becauſe it relates not at all to the mat- 
ter in hand, which of the Perſons, the God or the 
Man, bore the Curſe for us: It has nothing to do 
in the diſpute. Mr. Catcott explained it in his 


Anſwer and Mr. B. hath cited his explanation p. 45. 


which ſhews the Text relates to cur/img of Jeſus, 


not ſaying he bore the Curſe for us: it was as great 


a Sin to have curſed Jeſus before he ſuffered as 
ſince, and no Chriſtian will curſe either Divini 

or Humanity: I think every body muſt ſee how 
little room there was to cite this Text againſt us, 


which at the very firſt look of it appears to have. 


no relation to the matter in hand, which is whe- 


ther Jebovabh could be, ſaid to be the N Me, or to 


have been execrated for Man. Mr. B. when he 
was made to ſee it whether he would or no, cites 


| Mr, C's. Words, and endeavours to get off by (2: 


45, 46.) taking the advantage of Mr, Catcott's' fe- 
Tor . taining 
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taining the is in the Text. Ibo is YN but Jebu. 
vab, as if the diſpute had been whether Jehovah 
was now Y. The Text was wrote before Chriſt 
came, and there is no verb in it; the Engli/h hath 
inſerted the verb ſubſtantive is, and Mr. C. wha. 
had nothing to do but to correct the falſe Conſtruc- 


tion of the word NIX takes no notice of the in- 
ſerted verb, Upon this*the Gentleman triumphs: 
Surely he muſt be bard preſſed for matter to tri- 


umph upon, when ſo trifling a thing, which had 


nothing to do in the diſpute, is ſo haſtily catch'd at. 
Not that Mr, Catcott hath in reality been guilty of 
any incaution or overſight. It may ſtill be faid 
that Chriſt is the VM; as St. Paul ſays Chriſt our 
Paſſover is ang or us, Chriſt is not now out 
Paſſover, he was the A, er Lamb, was offered 


for us; but is not now ſuffering ; yet may be call- 


ed our Sacrifice, our Paſſover, the NN, the Per- 
fon execrated for us. I mentioned before, that 
there are ſeveral Miſtakes Mr. B. ſeem'd to be un- 
der. Once he argues that Jehovah could in no 
ſenſe be TN the Perſon who bore the Curſe in 
our ſtead ;. right enough, for that was the only 
thing in diſpute. But that all the three Perſons 
were or are exectated, that they curſed one another, 


that Chriſt was na under the Execration, that he 


is execrable or deteted, that they or he are or were 
ſo becauſe they took an Oath, or bound themſelves 
under an TR, (as if being under an imply'd 
any or all of this,) are Conſequences drawn from 
Mr, C's Words without any juſt grounds; but I 
hope, not deſgnedly; the Point in diſpute is a thing 


of too great conſequence to juggle or play upon, 


and his meaning too plain to be eaſily confounded: 
and I doubt not, but upon a little Conſideration a 


Man of Mr. Bedford's Senſe will ſoon ſee that he 


hath wronged his Adverſaries here; and a Man of 


bis benour will be very ready to acknowledge any 


Miſtake 
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miſtake or inadvertence he had by atcident been, 
guilty of: tho? in Prudence one oughit to have been 
ſure before on would have charged another 
with curfing, execrating, and deteſting his God and 
Saviour. Tis hard in polemical Tracts, it is 
| true, to keep clear of ill Language, perſonal Re- 
flections, and blackning the Perſon of our Adver- 
fary in order to prejudice the Reader, and beſpealæ 
his Sentence in our favour; and ſometimes one is 
| provoked to return Scurrilities. This was Mr. Bed. 
| ford's Caſe when he wrote his Obſervations upon 
Mr. Catcott's Sermon, which was preached againſt; 
him, and is full of ill Language and Reflections upon 
his Character, and particularly had given him a 
great deal of reaſon to be angry with Mr. H. or 
elſe { dare ſay, he would not have intermixt ſo 
much - perſonally againſt him. But to 
return; Mr. Caicott is as far as any, Man living 
from calling Jeſus, whether it he, ſpoke of; the 
= God or Man, accurſed. He. writes with the 2 
and Spirit of a Chriſtian, as weil as df: the Seho- 
lar; and ſhews he ix deeply touched with a ſenſe 
of gratitude towards his Redeemier for that lo de- 
gree of humiliation he condeſcended to for his Sal- 
vation. And I do nor ſuppoſe yom intended to 
charge him with it, as:your real: Sintiment, but ra- 
ther as what in tlie heat of oppoſition, you thought; 
might be drawn from his Words: The ſame, 
would 1 believe of what you ſay of Mr. H. p. 17. 
That be ſearched the Scriptures 'with'a defign to carp. 
W 2 them. Becauſe there is ſomething ſo very un- 
| charitable, ſo very uncbriſtian in a Reflection of 
this nature, eſpecially on a Man gone to give an 
account of his actions to the Scarcher of all hearts. 
The Induſtry and Labour, with which he ſearch- 
ed the Scriptures, is certainly worthy of every one's 
Imitation. The very attempt, had he failed in it, 
as bleſſed be God, he hath. not, of ridding us of 
= D a 
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a Subjection to the Rules, Pointing, and Meaning 
of the Philofophical and Hieroglipbical parts of 
Scripture, given by the Apoſtate Fews, had alone 
been glorious, and the Man highly to be com- 
mended for labouring in it. 1 7 
In the third Remark, p. 16. Mr. B. ſays they 
frequently complain of all the/ Tranſlations of the 
Bible, particularly our own; They ne'er com- 
plain of aur own more than the ret. But are not 
all the Tranſlations pretty nearly to the ſame 
Senſe? The LXX was the firſt, and hath been 
the guide to the others, and though they differ in 
ſome few particulars, agree or nearly ſo, in the 
Tranſlation of all. the prineipal Words. The Re- 
marks p. 26. are Cited, where it is ſaid, If the 
«. Hebrew Scriptures are to be conſtrued by Apo- 
«ſtates, we had better have had none.” Is not this 
tight? had we not better be without the Scrip- 
tures than underſtand them no otherwiſe, than as 
they did who rejected and crucified Chriſt ! Should 
we not in this caſe juſtify them as their Deſcen- 
dants do, and ſo have the Blood of the Son. of 
God to anſwer for? are not the wild Indians in a 
million times better State than the Rebel Race of 
the murderers. of the Prince: of Life, who by re- 
taining the Conſtruction of the Scriptures given by 

their Fathers, have the ſame Sentiments which in- 
duced them to renounce Chriſt, and ſo renounce 
him themſelves; filling up the Meaſure of their Fa- 
thers, What was this Sentente of Mr. Z's marked 
out for? Next Mr. B. gives us his opinion of our 
Tranſlation, ſays p. 17. be hath compared our 
hole Bible with the original Languages, in 
«.which they were written. And ſolemnly de- 
6 clares, that it is the beſt Tranſlation that ever 
4 he ſaw: and believes it to be the beſt in the 
World.” I believe too that it is as good as "ny 
we have. Whether it be ſo or no, was never een 
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ed into diſpute by them, that I En.eꝛ of. You 
miſtake, however ee ee, the matter. Mr. 
H's chief Buſineſs hath with words that are 
not tranſlated at all, ſuch as Cherubim, Teraphim, 
and all the names of the Heathen Temples and Gods. 
He hath indeed endeavoured to trace the radical 
Idea of many other Words as PP3, which is tranſ- 
laced the Soul, but is the Auimal Frame, ſo Life 
and Affections which depend on it; this will cor- 
rect a great number of Texts. And ſo do ſome 
other words, ſuch as PRWP, My, G. And his 
| Senſe of theſe Words may be right notwithſtand- 
| ing the Tranſlators and he differ: no body befove 
ever made it an object ion to a Commentator on 
Seriptute that he differed from the Tranſlation, I 
agree with you in thanking God, the Franflation 
is ſo common in the hands of the People. This is 
not the firſt we have had by publick Authority, 
and I ſhould bleſs God, if there were another. I 1 
= hope this may be ſaid without being guilty of any 
= outrage on the Scriptures, or making rtneceftry for 
= any other Examiner to write in defence of the un- 
| corruptneſs of the ſacred Text, as if Thad faid, the 
original Text was cortupted, as the Author before 
us repreſents Mr. H. and: C. for ſaying a ithon 
| the leaſt foundation from their Writing g 
| Aﬀeer the charitable Reflection, before men- 
tioned, that Mr. H. ſearched: the gcriptures to 
W carp at them, you come to our Anthdmints. Firſt, 
(you ſay) there are three Words in Hebrew ' which 
| fenify the divine Being, namely, Jchowal, Elobim, 
and El. (I may add here Fab and Hun.) Ard 
our bled Saviour tranſlates the word Jehovah by the 
word, Lord, and Elohim by the efd Gd. 
= HI put it to any Man of common Senſt, whether 
| he doth not think each of theſe Words have a diſ- 
| tint Radieal Idea, and whether he thinks Gees 
| hath above one. If — Oro; can never be intend- 
Wel | | * ed 
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au the inſpired Writers as a Tranſlation of ſe- 
veral of 'thoſe Words: and yet EIT7X and IN 

-are in the new Teſtament tranſlated by Gs, God. 

Surely Go was not intended as a Tranſlation of 
both words. Again, y and N are both ren- 

dered in the new Teſtament by Kis, Lord. And 

yet all the World allows a difference in thoſe two 

Words, for IVY is the incommunicable Name of 

 -God, and the other often applied to Men. The 

LXX, which is the Tranſlation, our Saviour (if 

he cited Greek) and the Evangeliſts (who have 
— the Citations out of the old Teſtament into 

- Greek). are ſuppoſed to have made uſe of, have 

tranſlated all the above Words by Oos: though 

generally they uſe K for M and ne. Doth 
our Saviour, or do the Apoſtles juſtify this Liber- | 
ty by making uſe of that Tranſlation? The Ex- 
aminer p. 25. ſeems to think ſo. The Septuagint 

: always ufes the Word Ows in the fingular Number, 

and if it. bad been a fault, our Saviour who quotes 
this Tranſlation, would have blamed them which he 
never did, and bis filence is to me a ſufficient Vin- 
dication. © They took ts for EYNPRN and ON, 
and 'Kugior for IVY and e, from the LXX ; 

not ſurely as conveying the full and diſtin& Ideas 
of the Hebrew Words. Our own Church aſſerts 

_ the In the Preface to the Engliſb Bible, 
they have theſe remarkable Words—* *Tis cer- 

6 e the (LXX) . ©; not ſo ſound 

and perfect, but that it n in many places 

„ correction, and who had been ſo yrs 

„this work as the Apoſtles and Apoſtolick Men, 

yet it ſeem'd good to the — Ghoſt and to 
„ them, to take that which they found (the ſame 
being for the greateſt part true and ſufficient) ra- 
ther than by making a new Tranſlation in that 

„ new World, and green age of the Church, to 

«© expoſe themſeves to many Exceptions and Ca- 
; e (8 „ yvillations, 
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«/ yillations, as thougk they had made a Tranſ- © 
4c lation to ſerve their own Turn, and therefore 
| «<6 bearing witneſs to themſelves, their witneſs not 
to be regarded.” And now for god ſake, what 
is all this outcry, and tragical Exclamations for, 
as if we were ſtorming Heaven, and flying in” 
the face of Chriſt himſelf! *+ The Authority of 
4 our bleſſed Saviour, the beſt Tranſlator in the 
«© World, and that of all the 7 ns Writers is 
a © againſt Mr. C. but he, hardned Villain, has no 
more regard to their Authority, than he hatht 
= *<* to the Examiner's, the Apoſtate Fews or the A. 
* rabick Dictionary. And — him makes a jeſt 
„of hem all.“ i ir Dos 107 
Mr. B. inſiſts ſo much on the Authority of the 
= new Teſtament, as if it was againſt us, but en- 
— tirely on his ſide, pray let me aſk him, if 0 
it ſignifies 70 be religiouſly worſhipped, or be a parti- 
= c:ple paſſive of the future tenſe, as he would have 
= PT to be. If the two Words do not ſignify - 
the ſame, how is one a Tranſlation of the other? 
= And if he go to Mabomet to conſtrue the word, 
why are we blamed for going to the Prophet, of 
= whoſe word it is a Tranſlation, or to whom it was 
deſigned to refer us; however whoſe word it 
| ſtands for? . | Urns 982 
Both the Remarks and Anſwer have given rea- 
ſons why the ſacred Writers intended not the 
| Greek terms, they cited the Texts in out of the 
old Teſtament as perfect Tranſlations of the He- 
brew Words; and if you had not liked them, you 
| ſhould have told us why, you ought to have done 
ſo before you had repeated your objection. And 
if Chriſt and his Apoſtles did not intend Cord, and 
| God, as a Tranſlation of Jehovah, Adoni, Elabim, 
| Eloab, and El, but we are allowed to go to the 
Original for their meaning; perhaps we may take 
the ſame liberty in other words, ſuch as Abbe, 
| | D 3 | ALY 6g 
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1 Jau, Ge. without any offence, or derogatlon 
=_ from the Authority of the ſacred Penmen, becauſe 
| it may eaſily be inferred that if thoſe words do not 
convey the full Idea of the words they ſtand for 
in the Original, we may correct them as we did the 
others; provided the 1. Words can be ſhewn, 
from the Authority of the Original, to convey an- 
other Senſe than the Words they are cited in do. 
That the inſpired Writers did not intend to tranſ- 
late the Texts they cited out of the old Teſtament, 
ſo as to exclude recourſe to the Original, and why, 
— the Reader may ſee in the Remarks p. 54. Sc. 
and for which we have the Authority of the Re- 
formers and Tranſlators of the Bible themſelves. 
But Mr. H. it ſeems is in the wrong whether he 
agrees or diſagrees with the Tranſlators, 
Well! Since Chriſt and his Apoſtles and our 
Church agree in ſending us to the Original, let us 
ſee what Mr. B. hath to ſay againſt it: And he 
offers two reaſons; firſt, Exam, p. 18. we ſhall 
render it wonderfully clear to the meaneſt Capacity, 
a Sneer. I dare ſay the Hſſence (exiſting with Pow- 
ers, is as intelligible as Cherubim, Urim, Thum- 
mim, &c. already in the Tranſlation. And, he 
Per ſans bound in @ Covenant, as intelligible as a, I, c. 
But thoſe Sentences were offered as Definitions of 
the Ideas in the Words, not as Sentences to ſtand 
in a Franſlation. The next Reaſon is, That it 
will fine!l the Bible rarely. To remedy this, (which 
ought to be remedied, for if the true Idea take up 
more room in writing than the preſent word, I 
am for. letting it be loſt) to remedy the Bible's 
N Fre this hecaſion, we will put a definition 
of the Words iu the Margin ; and adopt the words 
themſelves into the, Text, as many ate already. 


| Iz the controverted Text Deut. vi. 4. Hear 0 
Ii xael he Lord our God is ans Lord. I would ren- 


der Febavah dur Hlabim is one Jehovah, This is 
ö ; c- 64 almoſt 
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almoſt as ſhort as the preſent Tranſlation; and to 
make it clear to the meaneſt Capacity, would de- 
fine the words Fehovab and Elabim in the Margin 
or at bottom, that no paper might be loſt or the 
| Bible ſwelled. Or if this will not do, Mr. Catcott 
ſhall have agg ne ag with this new Tranſlation ; 
but ſomebody elſe got, who is not ſo verboſe. But 
what little reaſon ht Mr. B. to complain of the 
Length of Mr. Cazzot?'s definition of theſe words? 
Let any one look at his Definition of Febovab 
p. 12, and of Elabim p. 13. and if I were to ſerys 
him as he doth Mr. C. the Text dbove would run 
thus Hear O mae), the Eternal God, who was, 
& and is, and is tõ me, who hath Being in and of 
1 himſelf and 1 to all other things what- 
* ſoever, our —_—— 
js one Eternal, Gr.“ That God is eternal, Sc. is 
indeed implied by the Word Jebovub, but not for 
the idle Cabaliſt ical Reaſon, he gives, that it has in it 
= 7he Cbaracteriſtict of all the Tenſen; for not one of 
the Letters are the Characteriſtick of any Tenſe, Jod 
is no more the Charadteriticle-obahe rom Tenſe 
than e or Nor 3. Nor is N the Characteriſtick of 
any Tenſe: if it were, it could not be omitted be- 
fore that Tenſe.” Yau \ hath many ſignifications 
CY to its Situation, but is not the ſign of 
| any 7 dnje. | OH DIE. 55555 70 200 y hugny 
What follows (p. 12.) as an Argument of the 
Immutahility of the divine nature, that tbe las 
letter is never altere before a genitive Caſe, contra 
ry to the Rule of Grammar, is ſotnething beyond 
imagination weak and ridiculous z/ and as ground- 
leſs as it is ſilly, becauſe it never occurs, that I 
knew of, where by Rule it ought to be altered. 
Is there any Privilege in be Name not being 


ſubject to the Rules of Grammarꝰ Will this do 
any thing but confound the Sentimces: where the 
word occurs? I i Elabim ate as immutable” 
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as Jebovab, arid: yet that word is ſubject to alh-the 
rammarical Variations. If Jebouab is immutable 
ae. the Letters which ſpell the word are not 
changed, then the Elabim are mutable becauſe that 
word is altered or changed ag other words are. 
And the toord Jebovab is compounded with the 
Seruiles like other words, and ſo is altered; which 
I am afraid deſtroys the Argument. The Deriva- 
tion, he pretends he could 'gimer.it which he dare 
not tranſcribe in Engliſb, was lung ſince guarded 
againſt and explained under the word VT in 
Moſes's Sina Frincipio. But to/ return to the de- 
fence of our Amendments, pn. El; the Ward 
or eyes; and n (tranſlated a C ywenant, but alter d 
by us to a Purifier) I have already conſider'd 
under the reaſons of retranſlating-Kvgros and Oos by 
MW and nn, and giving che Greek the mean- 
ing of the original Hebrew words, | ſo ſhall proceed 
to the ſecond Paragraph, p. 19. where we are 
charged with; auether alterations of which there are 
above a thouſanu inſtances againſt-us, viz. that the 
| Conſonant V, toben it comes before a future Tenſe, 
and when it hub a mark called patha under it, 
auhich muſt, be prundunced lite an A, elegantly chan- 
ges the future Tanſe into the praterimperfett Tenſe. 
Il can ſce no; Elegancy in writing one Tenſe, and 
then changing it by a ſpeck into another; it would 
chave been moſt corre, I am ſure, to have writ 
Tight at firſt, hand. I ſee no. Temptation the ſa- 
<red Writers could be under to, confound the Ten- 
ſes in this manner. The Jod prefixed to à verb, 
is allowed to be the third Perſon future. The 
thgly Spirit diretts the Prophet co put the letter in, 
and then by aiſmall Stroke of the Pen underneath, 


new it ſtands there for nothing. Nay Moſes 
qmuſt not do this himſelf, but a Parcel of nobody 
Knows Who, all agree two thouſand, and moſt 
people ſay three thouſand | years af! ter. Nane 
E ö a Olten 


| fer this to any o 
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often of referring himſelf to ſchool-boys, I will re- 


woman whatever, | 

Mr. B. hath another touch at this p. 53. and en- 
deavours to be witty, but is as aukward at that as he 
is at argument. — According to this we ſhall have as 
many future tenſes, as there have been minutes from 
the Creation of the world, or will be to the end, and 
one may drive out another. What hath this low Stuff 
to do with a diſpute whether V and JIU? Gen. 
iti. 24. be third perſons future? and why is drive 
out marked in /talick, unleſs it be by way of Joke 
on the Text, God drove out the man? The Re- 
marks p. 96. have cleared up this matter; thither, 
and to Mr. C's Anſwer, p. 73. I muſt refer the 
Reader, and when he hath read what they ſay, if 
he thinks Mr. B's anſwer ſufficient, that this makes 
an excellent Variety in the Hebrew Tongue, well and 


proceed to another inſtance of our Ingennity in 
the particle NN p. 21. which, ſays the Examiner, 
is generally the Sign of the Accuſative Caſe. Now 
they have found out that it ſignifies the ſubſtance, 
This particle is ſo often. uſed, and ſo often before 
Nouns of other Caſes, that it would be an endleſs 
work to ſee which it is ofteneſt uſed before: but 


| | the Conſtruction of F the Subſtance, the 


thing itſelf, is not Mr, IPs, it is given by every 
body. Leigh in his, Critica Sacra, cites Druſius 
Oh ſervat, Sac. I. 9. C, 7. Vocula Eth apud Heb. non 
tantum eſt fimplex Callum nota, ſed que ſimul ipfiſſi- 
mam rei. ſulſtantiam demonſtrat atque fignificat, Cocce- 
ius mentions its coming before a Nominative Caſe, 


W cites Kimchi who makes it ſignify. E ſubſtance, 


and gives, inſtances where it can't be otherwiſe ex- 
lain'd than by «ure rouro, obſerves the Rabbinical 
word DN ſignifies the ſame, i. e. avros tetivog Or aur0g 
7%, Marius de Calaſſio ſays much the ſame. Schind- 
fer conſtrues it in the ſame manner, and tranſlatesit 
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by 2 Pagninus obſerves its coming before other 
aſes, 


and among other things ſays, Satis eff , 
Nie per ſonam patientem aut rem ke nificet, five fit 
nominativi, five fit accuſativi Caſus; ſæpius tamen 


accuſalivo inſervit, Others ſay the ſame. One 
would have thought by the Examiner's outcry that 


Mr. H. had had no Authority for the Senſe he 


had taken it in; whereas it appears that Jews and 


Chriſtians, Antients and Moderns are of his fide, 


ent Mr. H, combating the whole Poſſe of 


Dictionaries, Concordances and Commentators. 


He tries the experiment here as before with Berith, 
Elahim c. and becauſe the definition of the word 


and the Examiner is in juſt the ſame Caſe he would 


in a ſentence as a ſingle word would do, he dif- 


as given by way of pl nord doth not run ſo well 


cards it, If he had not been determined to have 


| ſcolded to the end of the Chapter, he would never 
have picked, out this to have found fault with. 


He offers to ridicule the Conſtruction of 


Sen He Ger, i. 1. but Mr. H. is not the firſt 


hath conftrued it ſo. See Leigh under NN, nor 


can the word create relate to any thing but the ſub- 
ſtance of them, When he knows what Light and 


Darkneſs are, and that they are both ſubſtances as 


much as a Diamond, he. will not find much to 


laugh at in the ſubſtance 25 Shadow and ſubſtance of 

the Night. Is not MT OW 

e.t al. liable to the ſame objection? The ſubſtance of 
a day is as odd an expreſſion, as the ſubſtance of a 


y Ery Lev. xxiii. 14. 


. Having thus expoſed our rare ſyſtem of Pbi. 


night | 
voy he comes to an error in Divinity (vx. the 
ma 


aking Chriſt, "Jehovah and Man, united) which 


TW leads us to, According to this Scheme Eve ſpeaks 


of a man (ſays Mr. B.) the ſubſtance of Fehovab, 
which advances the human nature into an unity with 


each. Perſon in the Trinity, for they are all of one 
ſubſtance, Is nor the Perſon who i 


with 
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is in or united 
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with the man Chriſt of the ſubſtance of Jehovah, 


or was not Jehovah ſubſtantially in Chriſt? St. 


Paul fays the fulneſs of the Godhead was in him 
| owparinus, Which is as . a word as can be 
| uſed. Why could not Eve 

| WR a Perſon, Ny e the very Jehovah or Je 
vah himſelf ; or if you will have it ſo, the ſubſtance 
| of Febovab, without making the man united to each 


en ſay, ſhe had got 


erſon of the Trinity, becauſe each is of the ſame 


or all of one ſubſtance. This holds equally ſtrong 
| againſt his being God; becauſe if God, (I mean, if 


Jehovah,) he muſt be of the uncreated ſubſtance z ; | 


| and if the man was united to the God, he was uni- 
ted to the uncreated ſubſtance, I would not be. 
thought uncharitable or malicious, but I declare it, 

| it looks to me as if Mr. B. (tho' I am apt to think 
this and ſome few other things are from another 
| hand, but if it be his, that He) hath overſhot him- 
= ſelf, and ſhewn, what he endeavours ſo induſtri- 
= ouſly to conceal, that he doth not believe the God 
in Chriſt to be of the Eſſence : for it is well known 
there is a party who own Chriſt to be God, but 


not NY Pee, very Jebovab, of the Eſſence, becauſe 


they can quibble. upon the very God. Obſerve 
his argament. Eve ſays, I bave gotten a man 


the ſubſtance of Fehovab, No, ſays Mr. B. this ad- 


vances the human nature into an unity with each 


Perſon in the Trinity, for they are all of one ſubſtance... 


lf the Perſons are the Febovah, the man who was 
united to one of the Perſons, muſt be united 


to the ſubſtance; ſhow we are to form an 


Idea of the diſtinction of the Perſons without divi- 
= ding the ſubſtance, and of the Unity of the ſub- 


ſtance without confounding th Perſons, the Reader 


may find under the word in Moſes's ine Prin- 
= c:770. and occaſionally in Mr. H's other writings 
explained from the Types of the Perſonality, The 


Trinity in the fluid of the Air, and no where elſe that 


| 1 know of, whatever diſguſt it may give in ſaying 


| peperi virum, nempe Febovam—Neque enim facile 
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ſo.] Do not Chriſtians believe, I ſolemnly de- 
clare I do, that the man Chriſt is united to the ſub- 
ſtance of Fehovah? Is this the error in Divinity our 
Conſtruction of Nm runs us into? J am glad of it, 
becauſe that Conſtruction is ſo well ſupported, - If 
Mr. B. thinks I have dealt hard with him in the 
Conſequence I have drawn from his words, and 
the Reader be of his mind, I muſt ſubmit to their 
cenſure; however I muſt think for my ſelf ; and 
what the more confirms me in this, is what he ſays 
p. 83. Beſides they entered into à Conditional Exe- 
eration or (ſhockin eee, which never came 
out of the mouth of a Chriſtian before!) curfnrg one 
enother. If this do not prove them to be Three, I am 
much miſtaken (and ſo I am too, Do not the Ex- 
preſſions, Let us make Man, our Image, &c. prove 
the plurality of Perſons likewiſe ?) Mr. Catcott ' 
alſo hath another ſtrange Expreſſion, Man was taken 
into the Eſſence by his Perſona] Union with the 
ſecond Perſon. be had ſaid that the Manhood | 
was taken into the Perſonal Union (it would not 
have been ſenſe; if he had ſaid ſo) with the ſecond WE 

Perfon, I ſhould readily have allawed it; but the | 
Manbood's being taken into the Eſſence is what I do 
vos underſtand, Then follows more at large the 
jumble of Ideas which led him to the Concluſion 
from Eves words, which I have ſpoke to. Pool 
and Cocceius, under the word JR conſtrue Eve's 
words in much the ſame manner as we do. Coc- 
ceius's words are, fic videtur Gen. iv. 1. acquiſvi 


adducor, ut credam, ibi Ne notare cum nedum ut 

The Subſtance of the Cherubim (which is found 
fault with p. 22.) is very proper, becauſe they 
were made of Cold or of materials, that had a ſub- 
ſeance., What follows, I ſuppoſe was not inten- 
ded as an argument. Theſe Cherubim be tells us 
were not Spirits, but emblematical enbibitions. The 

SY ks ſubſtance 


o 
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ſubſtance of an Emblem is very conſiderabie (thoſe in 
the Temple were made of olive wood, over- lan 
with Gold, and ten Cubits high, and ſo were conſide- 
| Table) according to this wwe ſball have as many ſub- 
ſtauces in 5 Emblems as there are Cuts. Mr. 
H. tells us ibat theſe figures are engraved, and 1 
| know of no mare ſubſtances in theſe figures, then 
' thert is in a Sbeet of blank paper. Would any one, 


| thought of ridicuting a man for endeavouring to 
explain an Hieroglyphick of that conſequence one 
would immediately conclude the Cherubim of, when 
they were placed in the Holy of Holies, the Type 
| "of Heaven or place of Reſidence of the Holy Ones, 
| where no creature (but the man Chriſt) had an 
| Buſineſs? No creature on earth was admit 
into the Holy of Holies in the Temple but the 
= High-Prieſt, the Type of Chriſt, who went there 
once a year to exhibit the typical Blood from 
= 2 typical Sacrifice, before or to the faces of the 
Cherubim; as Chriſt is now gone Heb. ix. 24. t 
into tbe Holy Places made with hands, which are-tbs 
= figures of the True, but into Heaven itſelf, nom u 
appear before (be exhibited, or ' manifeſted to the 
= face): preſence of God for us, from whence it follows 
directly that if the High Prieſt was a Type of 
= Chriſt and the Blood which he exhibited to the 

| Preſence of the Cherubim, a Type of his Blood, 
that the preſence of the Cherubim was Emblema· 
| tical or typical of the preſence of the Elabim 

| becauſe the Types and Antitypes muſt anſwer,” 
= The Rule in his next paragraph is not Mr. H's 
or Mr. C's. They fay indeed, and juſtly, that in 
W conſtruing the Scriptures nothing ought-to be inſer- 
W td for which there is no authority in the Original, 
nor do we, as charged p. 23. take any ſuch Li- 


who had but a grain of ſenſe or good-nature have 


it _ the future tenſe into the pr eterperfet?'cauſes 
the la 

out, is falſe; the N or H is omitted in thoſe words 

when there is no Vau or V prefixed, as Gen, i, 
3. God ſaid WW let there be Light v and there was 


But ſuppoſe the () did cauſe the I or H to de 


the duſt for ground of complaint with a vengeance. 
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| His Rule (Eram. p. 23.) that the () of enen 


letter in verbs which end in I or H ie bo left 


Light, And ſo in all the other verbs, or in enow 
to break the Rule. Nor is the or H always 
dropt in this caſe, Gen. ii. 15. The Lord God took 
the nan WP) Ezek. xviii. 18. FROP!1. 1 Sam. xvii. 
13. WINP"). Gen. iii. 23. ον 1 Sam. xvii. 30. 
War“). 42. IV) and NI") in every one of which 
there is the ( before the future tenſe, ' and the 
verſe conſtrued as if it were the præterperſect, and 
et the N not dropt, ſo that he doth not underſtand 
is own Rules which he makes ſo much noiſe about. 


dropt, what is that to us, if it be by Rule, as the 
dropping the © in the maſc. plural when in Regi- 
mine, is? Why we muſt add them he ſays, to make 
the Bible con to our notion: It is conform to 
our notions as it ſtands, if they would but let us 
have it ſo, If it had been a Rule to drop the dj in tis 

caſe, it muſt have been a Rule long before the Points 

were heard of, becauſe thoſe verbs which are without 
it now, were ſo when they were firſt written, and ſo 
we are no ways concerned. But it is ſomewhat 
merry to invent a Ruleto accuſe us upon, which if 
true, would fignify nothing to us: this is raking in the 


Next you charge Mr. C. with as great a fault, as 
changing ſingular for plural and plural for ſingular, 
in conſtruing V after a noun 1. The Hebrew A. 
Ar, after a noun, always ſignifies our, as it is bere, 
(do you mean in W19RN?) and after a- verb it fig- 
nifies us. The ai Y is undeclined, and, of us, or 
ours is juſt the ſame thing. Win our Elabin, 
or the Elabim of us. So, WNTI our Creators, 
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muſt want Senſe not to ſuſpect them of. Mr. B. 


- | 5 


ff 
or Creators of us. This great fault juſtifies what 
follows, But that which will give another the cha- 
rafter of an Apoſtate, may be ſufficient to denominate 
him a Saint. As if C. was guilty of laying with 
the Scriptures as the Apoſtates have done, becauſe 
he tranſlated a pronoun as. it is perhaps ſome hun- 


= dreds of times: but. who ſettled it for a Rule that 
vater a noun ſhould be our, and after a verb ws? 

It generally runs better in Engliſb in that manner, 
but if 1 ſhould take it into my head to paraphraſe 
| ſentence where V was after a noun, as for inſtance, 
ven Theſe that created us, if T am to be made an 

2 and ſent to the Devil, by your Rule, I 
| ſha 


aſk by what authority it was made; and ſo 1 


hope you will tell us. 


I now examine another of your Rules about 


che dual Number, which Mr. C. charges the Jews 
vith forging, but you deny it. If there be no ſuck 
number in Hebrew, then thoſe that make it there, for- 

edit; Exam p. 24. 4: for the Dual Number, Town, 
bat it is in Hebrew in things where to only are er- 
Preſſed, as two days or two years. Had this been true; 
it might have ſhortened an expreſſion. now and then; 
as Ger. iv. 19. had there been a duał number N 

= might have been omitted, and TYP” put in that 
number; or hings which are . double by nature, as 


have known that a man hath but tyo eyes, or two 


feet, if HY and ©2937 had not been different! y 


” pointed, when ſpoke of men which have but two, 
than when ſpoke of the Cherubim which had more 
chan two. Dis the two feet of a Manas well as 


the four of a Beaſt, and ro 1 diſtinction in 


e Leiters or pointing neceſſary is ridiculous; the 
kext makes none in the Letters, and the Fems 
would have been fools for making any in the 


Points, had they no other view, Which a Man 


gocs 


goes on, or in things ſuppoſed ſo be double. Thus 


the word Waters, is of the dual number, becauſe it 
Agniſies the waters under the Expanſion, or Seas: 


and the waters above it as the Clouds, How are 
the Clouds above the Expanſion? They are but 
a very little way in it; far below the Moon 
and Stars; many thouſands of Miles below the one, 
and ſome millions below the other, ſay our Philo- 
ſophers, and yet the Moon and Stars Gez, i, are ſaid 
5 in the Expanſion. Beſides, how doth this hold, 
when the word is uſed for the Waters before there 
were any Clouds! or when youu of the Sea, or 
any particular quantity of Waters! or Gen. i. . 
where the Waters above the Expanſion and thoſe 


below are ſpoke of ſeparately. Thoſe below the 


Expanſion were not dual becauſe there was Water 
above it. Whilſt the Waters were in two places, 
and were ſpoke of in one. word, there might be 
ſome pretence. So the word Heavens is of the du- 
al number, you ſay becauſe it ſignifies the Air, which 
the Jews called the Expanſion or Heaven, and all 
above it, which they called the Heaven of Heavens. 


Why then is ED 13& pointed dual. If Hꝗν]ꝗ]·¹m 


alone ſtood for two Heavens, EIDYP MY would 
be two Heavens of two Heavens: or why is it 
dual where it is confined by the Context to the air 


or lower Expanſion? as Gen. i. 14, 15, 20. Deut. 


iv. 32. but God help the Fews for fools, and they 
that have no better Maſters; there is nothing above 


the Air or Expanſion, it reaches from the Sun at 
the Center to beyond the fixt Stars. I ſhould be 


aſhamed of taking up aſſertions from the Jews, 
who were as ignorant of natural Philoſophy (I 

9 * of thoſe we call the Rabbies, who have obliged 
the 


the World with cart-loads of Nonſenſe and Blaſ- 
phemy) as they were void of Honeſty and Chriſ- 


tianity. 


Bui 
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Bu fourthy, "that the 7 er this 4 au- 
ber is cafeer ſaid than proved, betauſe it ſo happens, . 
that there is found a Letter in the dual Number, | 
which 15 neither in the /ingular nor plural, Then 
alt is no occaſion for Points to diſtinguiſh ve, 
umbers ſin N un „ dual * plural, ftr each 0+ 
ther, becauſe the letters in each are Jifferens, 
and what are Bey polnted for? I 'ſuppo ſ He. 
fear the Letter ei not be ſeen? But i "ou, 
be pleaſed to what Letter there is 
o. ys to  iinguiſh its being 4 
which there is not in Hg ponentes Ia. V. 20. or 
in l Sc. which are allowed to be plu- 
ral; or th 1 years to diſtinguiſh i it from S 
25 latter they make dual: or, in D 
Cen. 1557 x here 1s 55 1 two Ey 1577. NN 
tinguiſn 1 rom . J. 1 "their ll 
full of Hes, Whee! 5 l of Ya Where it muſt 
mean... more. than two E ves. And if the Points 
make the diſtinction, that is proof they forged ine 
dual Number. 

But what is this Letter in the Dua! Nübel 1 
Pb How in the ſingular nor plural? Why 3 


tine Hebrew Grammar is referred to Rule 30. 
a Tear 1s. 1 K Dual Number Errur 
and in the e "Th en (I WW 1 Sam. 1 
xiii. 1, ef SY would 55 a bad Soon $ 
Sw IR IR one years, and Prov. v. Tel thou 
thine honour unto others, and Trae t two wars 255 
to the Cruel, moſt egregious Nonſenſe, * to uſe 
your words, if I Noe ta Senſe | the Scripmure 
* is turned into Nonſkole, this is the effect of 
your Amendment © of the Hebrew: If the n 
MAT were the ſign. of the dual Number, how ' 
will you reconcile JT) Exod. xxv. "i, ice. 
yy and PTY Exod. vi. 17. 19. dua 9 Fog 
ſpoken of two. xvii, 4. üs rp and man ß 
other words in thig ," Which by this Rule 
| a __- ſhould 


or 


(5&0) 
ſhould. * dual, are plural. or NY tus, 
when {ſpoke of a os 2 725 hut two, 25 . 
AY, when ſp poke of x Noun which, hath. 
many ſides is hi OB int- blank” contra- 
ry in both caſes to e, the ve 175 
of what he ſays. Nay. 90 5 fits 8 1.85 | 
both rtr and D are uſeck t o thin ET 

as he calls 1 are double Ao 


2, and. ; XxViii. 42. 
of 155 Nun. xv. TR 17 15 


two thouſand, whit 
EINER, d FP 
Pm 
m 


ade it, ah Wi we want - Daley ; 8 775 85 
pull to pieces what we ether he may, T 
ſhall give, him a new Rule 407 d by, let him, by 
his Skill upen chat. It ie not every Perſgh't 
9 take the Name of Gtammarian 


publiſh to the 
| that i iy 110 ie cited 


for Authority of looked” on 44 

ſuch, unleſs. 785 ſupport his Aﬀſertiong . ahd. I. 
e Mr. B Ire actions for the future, 5 

1 a s P. 25. Mr. B, eh. 
E e Faun 7 tors in changin the | 
numbers, a; his Reaſons are e. & already -anſy cred, | 
except what he ſays about, Daniel and 7 Os 


the fag Sitka... | 99 is true bf 1 
t it is often joined Jara! A 23. 

chap. Os, God fi 

8 


bat it 
i ge Se Ws, h ones 


e at 4:50 


£ 
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(31) 

others frequently uſe the ural-ſpeakin Fon 

EA rinity- was - 2922 

ou and Feboveb (the. word inuſe before 
aptivity to diſtingiiiſn the true Elabin fromy 


C baldeaus uſed the Word plural for theirs 3 or 
whethicr (in the ſingular Number, (for it occurs 

but à few times) it relates to: One Perſon: only, a8 
; Dan. ii. 28. There js an Ne. 
5 reuealeth ſerrali, A2 the Holy Spirit v. 37. — 
* ſecond Pet ſon pretty plainly, I ſhall not take. uf 
* con m to ſay. — — TY the Argument? 
ki Cbaldee, pit bor the true God is twenty, 75 chirty 


5 5 tinies ſingularꝭ therrfore i us being plural 


As: ly n part of the "als 
ir Jars rape on al ale 
Tatament As if we. underſtaod tbe 


„ 205; — 
Writers f be n 


ſecl Saviour aii the inſpired Writers af the ne 
Teſtamemi did ot igtend the Ereci Phraſes they 


took. ſuch 15. rb fend, and referred un. . the 


ry ker 
corbect the Tyanflations of che O- 
r grey oth words which were wide ofthe 


the ll words in the ſacred Text!“ Says Mr. B. I an- 
ed.  fiver,./The Ori inn is the Record, which the inſple 
ite ted Writers were not to conſtrue, 'butivefey to, fen 
evidence; Chrift himſelf puts ĩt u — 
Jobi lvs/ 31. If T bear 9vitneſs.” Ji -of mil jo, my 

is. not true. 39. ſearch the Scriptures 
whith teſtify of me. 46. had ye 2 
would:bave believed. me. > Bree if. ye: believe. 1 


Pen how' ſhall ye believe ny words? But! why 
E 2 | ſhould 


one not there — ſo Hoe uſed ſingus 
TY diſtinction from» the falſe Labin, for: the 


in tht Heavens, be 


„ dred times in Hebrew is a nicety not ed 
8 


Gen onen r e 2 Hiob vol! 


25 Mr. 8. 


nabure , Languages better. thin cc. But our bleſ- 


uſedπa n Dranflations: of the Hebretio ones H 
Command to ſentch it. W151 


en- © tive 2 — ſhort of: thei meaning of 


4 to Grammar: And if ve can 
ment in favour of Aa 
4 word i in the Oripti 


not thought 
purge which other 


things 


all in arguing out of the Hebrew Scriptures, but 


f 


(52). 


Would tte hace ohevarged at 
never attempted to be: anſwered, I ſhall. only 


add, if it was not the Buſineſs, nor Deſign, _ 
would have defeated the Buſineſs and Deſign; of 
Chriſt and his Apoſtles to have correfted the 
Tranſlators 28 to the Senſe or Meaning; — 
it vs not their Buſineſs or Deſign to correct | 
= an Argu- 
x Artic of our Cred from. 


— yr or Sc. we. 
may, it is to be ho to —_ 
notwithſtanding; ti 2 — — have 
per to do it for us ; nay, though 
1 0 talk and cwrate the Lan- 
le then did, and which! 
not words to a 6 A U ai ni bob 
But after all how doth the Examiner know theſe 
Apoitl br word of mouth? — rant 
* es, by word as: * a 

ot d; Z muſt aſi why» other th 
were not retordeds Chriſt Lakexxiv; opened cha 


chey kaaght 


Scene of the 8c iptutes, till the; Diſciples cheatts 


burac within them v.27." Inning fat Moſes un 
all the Prophets; be-expounded:wnta them in:all the 


Scriptures the things — 20.42 Did: 
not [ra hearts burn within us, mil _— nia 


us the Scriptures? Not a word of uhat: is 
recorded ; any more than Philip's Diſcowile to the 
Eunuch, Acts viii 38. St. Paw;continued/his:Dif- 
conrle ſeveral times for a whole Day together v 


the Holy Spirit harh not thought 40 r 
the Particulars; and why; among other things 
might. not the E „ grammatical, as well at 


others in dhe Tranſſations, de marked out fdts 


not being recorded is no proof it vas not ſo: (Nor 
I believe will. the Silence of the inſpired Writers:on 


pu be * a ſuficiznt Vahdication by w 
| OY 
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C « 53 0 

body elſe, to ſet up a Tranſlatian above the i. 
ginal, or in Competition with it. This may: fuf- 
2 for £207 D- Y, e. being Augulat 
in the new Teſtament when they were plural in the 
old. Mr. B. p. 26. ſays he did not know Jol car- 
ried two faces, a Witticiſm on the Hebrew word 
for face, which is plural; whatever Joh: did, I 
have ſhewn that he doth. See Leigb's Critiam Sacrs 
who accounts ſor Yan being plural, as Mr. H, 
:hath, why EDJ and CN are ſo. The Conftrue- 
tion of n is another of our improvements that 
are not approved of. He cites Mr. C's ge ir 
of the word, a Meſſenger, an Agent, 4 

a Perſon or Thing: empowered 70 duecute rn 
miſſion, or 22. Aion; then adds, 10 this T 
ſwer, that the LXX, and the Writers of the nes 
Teftament render the word. exaBtly,c as we dog n that 
wwe muſt. blame all er none, Angel in Engliſh, i de, 
rived from Angelus in Latin, and tbet from a 
in Greek. Aud ny Opiniam is contramy to Mr. 
for I think that the word Meſſenger Jignifiry the 055 
fice which: might be performed by a Prophet; on on 
Apoſtle. — the word Angel deter mines the Rſſence 
of the Subjett it i5:jained to, becanſe by it ue mean on 
immaterial Subſtance. Catcatt ſays N and ay 
vb do not determine the Eſfence ut the, Subjed 
they are joĩned to, and every Schoal-boy knows 
this to be true, and he cannot bring a ff 4 
Writer who denies it. But Mr. B. is not of his 
opinion; why ! becauſe the Authority of: Grons 
mars, Lexicons, and Commentatots ar; any Evi- 
dence from the Seriptures is againſt him? not _paly 
becauſe an Engliſh word that ſaunds-like the Greek 
hath ee OG Angel in Fuglifh. 1 is 2pp3es 
priated to fig the Intelſiaent Spirits, but g- 
aug in Greek and "20: in Ilehreu ate nat a hof de 
we differ either with the LXX about thi; o new 
T-ftament : hut ping mr W229. as thry da, 


1 A5. the 9 


chat 


_ Fhough'it were not neceſſary to read the old Teſtament 


( 54 ) 
PI Fe Jehovab ſent, ſo the Great ſigniſies: we 
do not 14 indeed with the Engliſh Tranſlation, 
but we have got leave, if the Greek be ſhort of the 
Original, 1 to mend it, and to be ſure 
we ſhall hardly let the Engliſb top us. I cannot 
ſee why the Examiner ſhould O26. To us here. 


raph, _ crave — 
farmed | 


in 2 
rhe Kor in that. Spore | | 
he was juggling with'us ry — ; by confeſſing 

8 doth ſignify a „ though he 
he che Erie word Ange to Eee the con- 
But to his queſtion, to which I anſwer, 
— the ſame way as we ſhould have known it, had 
the: Root been there, By meeting it in many 


places; ſome, where the Context points out the 


true Senſe, others, where they wete under no 
temptation to miſconſtrue it. "With theſe, and 
ſome other neceſſary Reſtrictions, we are willing 
to abide by the XX, and bleſs God, the World 
was ever, bleſt with it: ſo to anſwer the Queſtion 
in mort, we will determine the meaning of T&D 
by the help of the LXX, and yet not abide by it 
abſolutely: If we did I am ſure we-ſhould con- 


tradict ai the learned Men of the Chriſtian Church 


both at home and abroad, antient and modern, 
nay and the Greek Teſtament too: though the 


IX hath been almoſt idolized. Give me leave 
to'tranſeribe the Sentiments/of'a-great-Man about 
the LX X aut of à celebrated Pamphlet well known 
by the Title of Difficulties and Diſcouragements, 

Common Fame hath long ſince aſcribed this 


to one of the greateſt Men in our Church, ſo I 


ſhall” leave what follows on his Authority. p. 5: 


in the Original, Je the Greek un of it muſt be 


read 


= 22 Ara 4 
4 jt 3 for rk rat goad 
vne, cinfldering the tint it was writ My 4 4 
ern thoſe wb e 2 
V, to be far ns bel e an rt 2 
only cunſüiit it on ſome hard places in the Fa ; 
as well ar in tht partitk or prophetick Books to be 
convinced of ibis. Now let us ſee what. - op. of we 
can get from thence to conftrue 2 
not tales it on their Authority only. Cen il. 41 4 
en Noun Subſtantive, is 1s config by , 
and it is manifeſt” 'they Have iyen us the right 
Idea, they 'cquld not av 8 Mey er 
LXX ahnt. Des. i, 26. bo N gesellt. 
1 Sam. Krill. 27. D LXX. 2 And io - 
in many other p laces where the Content would not 
admit, ab e there s no temptation to give 
2 wrong E In this manner 1 am "fo 
makin ufe of the LXX, and yer not abide 85 N 
abfolutely : and fo we need go neither ro che ſank, 
or the Devil, the Apgftates, Ethiopians, or 
 bians, to 66nftrue chi Words in nr oe « 8 
the LXX will do it without chem. Fete yu 
, corrected the LXX by bis fei in Hebrew, 
gere did He' go for 4 TR, 88 it not to 
the LXX! Why, then let 75 ic ron did, 
e dart as) 79 


and if he can thaw reaſe he! ch ret, 
Ane make ; 1 to 15 3 inks Cog 
nk him” with. che! 


ES 
toxrs of the f A „ 

Ta But JR 2 By you, ite 
* > i — 55 "bop _—_— find it there if be tn 
be I 5s d found in the EEthiopick. where the'vey 
15 ull to bis pur poſe. What is that to the 
ſe; Mer as a 1 21 is fully proved to mean 

enger, , 4 Delegate, &c. By the Rules of the 
gue is a ſervile, ſo take 29 the 135 and 
e remains 1 the root; which, if he fays hath 


E 4 7. not 


% 


„ 


3 „ 
5 not hs fame Idea as the nope, would rene ws, 


* 
* 


"7 


becauſe we do not want the meani MW) but 

= Nec derivatives muſt have t . Idea 
45 th e Root the are derived from: ſo wh 
ing bed we 2 and. vice. verſa, .. The 


ebrew Tongue was once univerſal; 
der then that ſome Hebreu words ſhall be gry 
moſt in every fon 7.4 55 in their true (cnſe, 


and the Texz,hows the 4 6 s. had r wind 
that word Tage 7 ſpelli ng Nang, | 


: For how no right to 42 te Lack: 7952 
rom At 477 Vene che * it 85 1 
99 


not in. Hebrew 
in age 


2 e N 
hi qui th x co ary. "Mach NE you 


A44#+4 .% 


big. to. Tone a WE. which doth en in 
8 numbers of places; and in 7 — every 
iſputable. 
1 bottom paragraph, the Examiner 
EY Mr. H. with tranſlating my wrath i is kindled 
againſt thee ;,_ by iratus e Naſus meus in te, my Noſe 
is angry at-thce, Thoſe words are Pagninuy's, and 
Mr. 4 uſed his Tranſlation for Expedition, be- 
canſe it is, inierlincary. However the Examiner 
doth. not know what, he. is a doin he offers 
5 ridicule. the Hebrew, Idioms. hey are W 


Pkiloſophical, and ſpoke, with regard to the real 
ruth, of things. The Paſſ 4 oY are qe by 


words which ex est the they have on t 
Body. Every, Child in - Hebrew knows thi 
es not ie them, ſo doth not fer the 
4 2AULY., e have no wards. for many of them, 
and 5 tranſlate them i into Engl; . 2 it is to 
we may explain the les they ſtand for. 
he Hebrew doth not . nor doth Mr. H. make 
it ay, My | Noſe is angr the Hebrew ſays My Noſe is 
Hig bars. An this is the viſible known * 


F 


iſſue 


r h /// / AR 


in Engliſþ that will not 2 other . 


ß ß 5 Or I op” 9 


157) 


of A , infrch ders Sam hor hs wil 


nthe Noſtrils of wild creatures j and 
ſay even fire, a perfect flame, when provoked: : 
Job deſcribes the Leviathan,. chap; = 18, by big 
neefings a Light doth ſhine—out of his noſtrils goe* 
vy 2 fume 45 out of MP1. M1 a * when-blown 

is breath kindles Coals, and a 


me goes out. 
| Mouth. The internal heat of this Creature AS 


great as to appear viſible at all che, other outlets of - 
the Steam from within, This Effet of Anger in 
thruſti Lone the Steam with a burning heat at the 
—＋ of Creatures when enraged, i is taken notice 0 


1 or ton were of the! le. 
1 Idioms which we cannot put into ngliſh 4 
ine N>1 1 Sam, ix. 1. ] NN 25.8. 


1%. lev. 15. BR 7573 ISN5, e hae 


as long - beaded, thick- 67855 6c. ſo Jang- 
— 1 may be Senſe, tho _ 


 Evnglith. But longus narium, is not, as he tranf- 


lates it, long · naſed with regard to ſze, but one 


who is long before his Noſe heats, which as - 


bove, is — Idea of Anger: this is the meaning of 
ene Tue which P 


agninus tranſlates longus ua. 
rium, but the Examiner leng-noſed. So he makes 

that Mr. H's which is another's, errs in his 
Tranſlation of it, and then pretends to laugh. | Pag- 
ninus's is the beſt /iteral verſion, perhaps that can 
be, and comes as near the Idea as e, without. 


à long Circumlocution: After this, e Examiner 


cries out; A may muſt be amazed to ſee. the Sacred 
Scriptures thus mangled, wreſted and — 
two Men (does he mean here that he js 


| 2 only two ſhould endeàvour to „ 


riptures ? . I would to God there were ho more) 


1 who, 70 xp themſelves fer; the two ee Lights which 


ever 


(58. * | 
Hh afd ear tif Ab urid fince Diſpiration ceaſed, 
int eltern all others befides themſelves tobe Blockbrads | 
| ben, and as they call them' Apotates, Whilf 
Meir ou retations of the Old Teftament 
"bv 1 gar to the phraſeology of the New, 
My Concer s my Prn, Could * R 5 

ee Ms p0od-manners have fto oe bi 
7 — his T0 ny 2 have 
9 number of ya 1018, 

ee of 2 
se 5 the many ill. natured, 2 ing 
3 refleckions on Mr. H. and Mr. C 
thoſe on Mr. H. whom he could not let 
455 in his Grave, but muſt diſturb 3 
be Dead MN. Concern px ne Nut a$ 
> perfonal4l}-will ro Hane, and at 
2E reſt to meddle only with his arput- 

. Chriianſty directs me not to 


th that wen "ado 


ce of the 
Fog the eric of the Cauſe, 
1 En een + 000 for go 74 i 


iments ay it Lor flee ha 
| 1 I emand a Rebearing: br ad 5 
ring che be Evidencs that Be erm, he 


8 
oft. . 


2 Tdowe ander ke ine defence of Mr. For My: & 4 
only {ofa 
her,” 3710 an Bees thei tie 1 

age and ungenerous her arp, che Era. 
ems to think he has a right to give them fo 
way of thinking, muſt light elſcwhere. 

Ik. 25 and Vir. C ke h condemn” the Com 
een Grammars, Lexicons, and Concor- 


Gantes all at once. I ne'er could find any cg 
eds thing 


railing; and Prudence bids me 


VC i 4 wo 8 _- 


againſt 
— have the — 
any man take the authority 


from numbers of Lexicons, &c. i in 


/ G K > 


| Titof God over and over again, to 


„ 
„ 
Grammars c. and why, is too long to tranſcribe 
here; | the. reaſons; are diſperſed over Mr. yo | 
writings: and indeed the Diſpute with 


a Authority the Jews have to ee ther Rules 


Grammar, 5 3 

n us, 98 ven up; all t | 
542. . ＋ Io woos | 
of any Lexicon or 
Commentator abſolute. and deciſive us. 


Let him tell us why, and what we are to do 


where the Lexicons and Grammars claſh,” Doth 
of a Commentator 
or Lexicographer, unleſs he can give reaſons for 
what r of thoſe 
reaſons. Mr. H. has made numbers of quotations 
zoltification of 
what. he lays down: but rejects the authority of 
any of them, when — other” ben omg 
can be. againſt them 
The caſe as the Exampner ſtates it with: 
a Latin, Greek or French Dict io 


reſpec ta 
or Grammar, 
— The Hebrew had — 


CES neared, I — the pens! ail 
who they.were made by, he ſeems to forget,” The 
Apoſtate Jews, from whoſe. impure fountains all 
the ſtreams: that (till of a very few-years): ht 5 . 
the Garden of God, are ns; he 
Jews, I. ſay, are declared . 


the ſenſe and meaning of the 


are declared to be ſo of the Scriptures, which con- 


tain all the Hebreto that is extant. e, 


1131 
rable State of the Church with regard to che bow 
Edge of Hebrew, let me cite the ſame moſt enceł - 
ent Writer, whoſe authority I have already ſhet. 
tered my ſelf under. [Difficulties and Diftourage- 
ments, p. 7. Tis certain, the original Language 
the Old Teſtament tas tłnoum to very few. for. the 
Ir, tix Centuries, in which: theſe general Councils 
wre held, wherein all tbe Articles of the' Orthodox 
Faith were ſetthed. They governed themſelves and 
determined all their comroveried: Points by The 
Greek Verſion ; and thoſe tobo knew Hebrew eſt, 
whether they took to the myſtical or literal cuay, bad 
the misfortune to be leaſt ori bodov. The Great Man 
who has the credit of this Performance, as well as 
many other learned Tracts, could not mean here 
(without ſubmiſſion, I ſpeakY chat their knowledge 
in Hebrewo bettayed them into their Heterodox No- 
tions, or that᷑ the further they ſaw into the ſenſe and 
meaning of the Hebrew Scriptures, the further they 
were from the Ort bodo Fuith: Becauſe thoſe Sc rip- 
tures are the Evidence for Chriſt, and are declared 
dy Ohrift himſeif to be the Autbentich́ Evidence, 
even to be regarded before his on words Jabn v. 
Sul. St. Paul ſays, tbey are able to mate men 
w/o ante galualiun. And St. Peter prefers them 
io all other Evidence. 2 Peti 1. 19. We have alſo the 
more uſe uri of Propbecy: and when Chriſt con- 
ſtrurch the Scriptures to his Diſciples; the glorious 
Scene made their hearts burn within them. So that 
the Aulbor muſt mean that they of the firſt Six Cen- 
turi's were got into 4 wrong method of ſtudying 
and conſtring the Scriptures © and fo indeed they 
that made the greateſt Progreſs would be! the far- 
welt from the Tyuib: But they could not err from 
the 174 by underſtanding the Scriptures which 
det the Repoſitatics of all Trusb: as fob xvii. 15. 
7D word the Trulb. The: not entering into this 
r ge cat 


I 


(64) 

"Man's Sentiments has * imagine be 
was here diſcouraging the ſtudy of the Original. 
Hebrew j' No! he artful] inſinuates the 
of ſtudying the Origina! Language in a different 
manner than the © ut of the firſt fax Centuries. / 
did ; not what is now called Hebretv, but the Ori- 

inal Language in oppoſition to the Points and 
Rules of Grammar the Apoſtatas have igventecl, 
who ate well known to have been the InftryRors 
of thoſe few of the Fatbers bo knew any — of. 
Hebrew; and who have made quite another * 
guage of it. 
+ Andif * 1 nor Chriſtians at near 1200 
e it had been a dead Language knew any. 
N it, but were got into ſo wrong a way of 
ruing it, that the more ſtreſs they laid on it, 


tbe more it deceived them, and led them the fur- 


ther from the Truth; and their method was never 
E againſt or a different one 1155 pted till 
wixt a and 300 years ago; It is plain 


reaſon for hat he has done: and we have che authority 


of ſome of the greateſt, men abroad, as wel as af ane 
of the greateſt men in our own Church now living, 
to follow Mr. H. and with; him proteſt againſt the. 
Jews and all they have wrote ſince Chriſt, (if they 
wrote any ching before except the LA) * — 
Scriptures. Their Levicons, rammars and 
mentaries, and whatever elſe reſts upon her aw 
rity. only! ,: 1:3 . £501 vis | 
Chriſtians and Jews bothappealto, he Sor be ©. 
and ſhall We, tale it op, the authority of . 
that a word in diſpote ſignifies ten diffs 
and has ſuch a GIG in ſuch, a —_ 1 — 
cauſe _ kay it pg accordingly, have given 
it a differ ug pecks in every place] Are 
thry not — laced ies! and-ſhall we ad- 


vn. 

o 

> 

> & 
* 


mit what relies on chein e l The Ea 


_— ** pleaſes, I will nt. l 


(6%) 


| Exam p; ge. 7 give iow! Account ie 0 Foc: 


C 


Tell * Jews were very 
pen free ter ot, 6 "The foree 


ment run thus. © 


A bad Man dene net. 4 


con or Concor dance. 


Tbereſ 


Mr. Cato has 
that 


a 


G3 $ * 


Bs dis Jews, not ove Mp, 


roved 4 
were Villains; he 


ra) judicial Blindneſs; melthet: capable nor 


there was no on r 
a good Grammar, Lericun or Ooncordance. 
rear deal more than 


orruptions were introduced My. — 
bad Men, for the P 


—.— 
ener, 


04h cout 2 


1 


red that they 


* us the true Senſe of Seripturo; and 
hover Au +> ſe plain? The Seriptures' were wrote 
for Evidence of Chriſt they renounte Chriſt 5 
And will teach us to find that Evidence, 
which they themſelves either will not or cannot 


ſee? They" are Apoſtates all of them 


not one ent 
Seriptures for 


any rea ſon be 


follows 4 Lok P 
but as they neyer 


have et t 


mane F Wh 


it over. and 80 ro his 
runs bi 
lobim is fo ſpelt 


fed, unfit to be truſted 57 
_ 77 cannot * 
without their (the Fes) Authority being 8 
againſt us, we had better have had — 8 for can 
hy their A 
not be as decifive in all 'caſes-as one. 

* He repeats his Charg 
ſay the Jour al foes 


fo are alt; 
eonſtruin 


4 


M04; 7 FF 


them. 


that Mt H. and 
e Text, and then 
ch thing - her might" 
_ uch thing, might 
ny Tock thin, 
is ngthing that” can be called an Argu- 

> p. 32. S6 1 ſhall qu 
ond Another Arg 
I bad mentioned 22 5 2 

times inſad of E [ 

_ the word is 7% fr hundred times inthe old Teſta- 
ment and always written with\an O! My. Hi vary 


angry at this. If by an Obe means = 


ſhould” ; 


ke. 


ſpi it: But Mr. H. i is ſo far from xprefling. him 
elf in an angry manner, char he, only coolly' a0- 
vers ords an 9 me 


e that they have no Letter Vai either in the. 


De ſhould be pronounced Elobj! St. Mark gi 


was then with 5 9580000 0 Yiety iP 
by the Man on the Croſs; When 


there 114 tÞ de 


in the condition het hen 


6 
had xeaſon- o be angry, it never 


qi 


bles have the forged poiots of 
1 for, or to.infert 1 5 4 conf 
the words; 3 bot if the Obſeroator. | had writ. 5 

40 e in Hebreu Letters 1 it would have app 7 


« ſingular or- plural.“ To this ho. Anſwer ig 
made by Mr. 7 hut that Mr. H. i very angry. 
But Mr. B. has the Authority of St. Mart, Tliat 


GS, 


no Authority for this; he only ſays. Chriſt on 


Croſs cried out «A 7 ſpea king to God. 

H. had! told the Oh; Rem aß de, e , a 
for 18 0 ie, Mir has. the Vau or 295 

a uli app ri toe nd 

ſon of He Trinky & ihe Fehovab 85 : 


Tree, ſo actually under the Fx 
gave} him the Ts: But 5 


Tl refer it to an: old Wo afh 5 5 

1 word:in the 185 
cannot be writ otherwiſe: than 
wrote «Aw, and whe that 13 Fg 
the econd' Petfon'o ol 


ſpoke, Whether 1. 
to refer us (0 that 'w ord: 
e cannot be otherwiſe * Adds l 
N, ler 4 Title of the 
and deſcribes he 1 5 ce in = 1905 
was (viz, under t FE pa, hangir 
Tree) when the Maphood WIN 
ef I conclude dat FO 


„ 


* 
E 
— 2 1 
"a & F 0 
I. F 
* ® ot 
— 
. 
* * * * N 
1 
* : * 
iy 1 . 22 ol ae I A et EL Cn noo naomi tony onngoe nn 


"+ the. Vu was not 
thi is clears' Mr. 1 
E vine out an O where. he put it in. | 
St. Matthew is dire&ly on his Gde, — leaves 9 
the O, writing it v, w., for by Mr. B's own Rule, 
the Greek hatÞ i H in the middle of a Word, or. 
any thing to anſwer the Hebrexw I. r d, ſays 


Mr. B. kf FRO FRA A . ibn underſtood, 
75 or thus 


mn "a mak ena heb; den 


6 TOP 


7 


| at before underſtood, thus Nr and now Ithinkt 


it againſt kim. 40 0 Argument that 
Th are differently to be ror ugh 1 


I I may ay urge ft 
27 yr one hath not the Van, 
Have the holem over it, ſince Chriſt and the 5 
geliſts have made ſo ide a difference by Ne 
4 eing and writing, the one without a Yau or any 
. thing that e —_ _— — $M s 
r, Z. may lay a n f- 
L Wor th. N Ge, © ks ſo, but then by 
ts. Kale 10 may "be TIN; and I have as muc 
reaſon to make it ſoz as he hath to make A to wy 
- Elobi, there is no Letter to anſwer the N or H, in 
7 eicher caſe; had NR never occurred in the He. 
5 5 9 in the Greek Teſtament, might have 
ned 4 fore doubt. But there is none. now: 
. hath, no room to triumph or fear that 
oy f. C, by inſiſting on this Alteration. 
"4 1 60 the Vowel Prints Till brick it. Mart or gur 
©; Bleſſed Savior, into the Apoſtacy, His Rule of 
forming 11 Number of the Jingu lar with the. | 
"£7 101 oy "fre thereto NI. is falſe and 
ple in irlelf. he Grammar ay the bhume „ 
67 orm 


ſuch low people, Mr. C's Quotation is ſomethihg 


(6) 


formed of the ſingular by adding IM. Whit pre! 
_ tenſion 


hath 137 (to uſe one of his inſtances) 2 
word, to be the ſingular of words? The (*) wher 
an affix fignifies'my 5 his participle paſſive in Latin 


being formed of the Larter ſupine, is juſt ſuch 4 


reaſon as he uſually gives. 3:42 SHOTS 
Mr. B. goes on, 2 C. was aware of this, (viz. 
that of Elobi, came Elabim) and therefore in his 
Sermon he puts Elahi inſtead of Elohi. There is 


another reaſon given in the Remarks p. 37. to 


avoid confounding two different words, as the 


cc 

makes no Alteration in the part of Speech, but the 
O or 1doth, Mr. B. would not mention this, be- 
cauſe he muſt then acknowledge that the) is really 
in the word, in ſome places, N not in that he 
corrects Mr. C. for, F 
Exam. p. 35, 36. Mr. B. quotes a Citation Cat- 
cott hath made from Dr. Prideaux, that the Ma- 


ſorites were a trifling fort of Men, Sc. this it 


@ ® 


ſeems is 5 to the purpoſe, becauſe the-Doc- 


tor ſays the Authors of the preſent Maſora were not 


the Inventors of the Points; ſuppoſe ſo, the Ma- 
ſora was not wrote, all of it at leaſt, but collected 
by the Maſoritts of Tiberias or &c. as the Doctor 


tells us, is 4 collection of all their chief Criticiſms 
from the firſt to the laſt of them. Nay Mr. B. 


himſelf ſays, p. 104. The Maſorites were antient- 


ly, as much below the notice of any Man of Senſe, 
as our readin Aan miſtreſſes are now below the 
Profeſſors of Divinity 

e years. before thoſe at Tiberias, were 


to the purpoſe; and the Authority of the Hebrew 
Vowels will be very much leſſened by it. Dr. Pri- 


deaux's Opinion that the Bible cannot be better 


pointed, may' have ſome weight when we under. 
take a new Punctuation of the whole or any part of 


comer.) doth.” The A which Mr. C. inſerts, 


vinity: If fo, if the Maſorites of 


__ 


- *» : 
% 2 0 2 
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it. But of this more by and by, that what we 


have to ſay the points may ſtand together 
What Mr. H. objects againſt the Arabi 


before ever the Arabians or their Tongue were 
heard of, as he obſerves among many other things,) 
Mr. B. (who complains ſo much of calling names 

anſwers by ſaying, be raves like a Madman, and, 
Exam. p. 36. The Reaſon of all this fury was, be- 
cauſe to prove the. Aﬀinity of both Languages, I in- 
ſtanced in four words out of Gen, i. 2. w ich hgve 
10 root in the Hebrew, but are plain in the other. 
His four words are CIDB—PWN—1N1N and Na, 
but Y and e have both roots in Hebrew; 
the one from EIT to place or put, as explained at 


large in Moſes's principia part ad, and M from, 
to run, as the Dictionaries obſerve. INN doth 


not ſignify uncultivated or negleFed. This Senſe 
of the word would make Moſes. talk Nonſenſe, 


Gen. i. 2. and the Earth was uncultivated, it, is 


much if it ſhould not, before its formation; it 
was of conſequence to let us know that the Earth 
was not plowed or ſowed, hen there was neither 


Man, Plow, nor Seed in being; or, that it was 


neglected, when there was nobody to take notice 
of it. As to Va (which is the laſt. of his four 
words that the 4rabick Derivation, makes Senſe of) 
it cannot poſſibly ſignify empty, in our Senſe of the 
word now, becauſe the Earth was then full of a 
Subſtance whoſe Atoms were contiguous and con- 
tinuous to each otherz as is demonſtrated from 
the Scriptures, in Moſes's Pringipia part 1ſt, The 
Ob ſervator, p. 17, after his Derivation of the four 
words above, ſays, 1 ſuppoſe that . the Reader will 
uot expe, that I ſhould go thraugh the whole He · 
brew Bible for this Foy. indeed I think ſo, un- 
leſs it were to more purpoſe, As to what he Nel. 

45 | 4 ue 


ck (as 
8 the meaning of the Hebrew 
words which were in uſe ſome thouſands of years 


r,, . , en ce; 


Pr ng nd at MEL 5 5 
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about the ict 0 . 38. 1 the Reader 
will cur to te Remarks and Cs Aer and judge 
fot himſelf; There is tdo much wrote to trunſeri 
nine parts in ten of Much are not for much as 
ſquinted at by our Huber. Whether Mr. J. uu- 
derſlands Arulict or no} I cannot tell, but when 
Mr. B. hath ſhewn:whar'it hath to do in the Diſ- 
pute, wu will find then that do. Enough is fail 
about ' this Language' in Mr. H's new accoont of 
the Conſuſion 3 * - wie 2 0 
Tan 9 20. B. bin gs the wing g Cita- 
tion from 7. G. Phrar 2 in the Exhibition of the 
Cherubim was contained all that: was neceſſary 
for Mam to know after his fall, in order to fup- 
„port him in His forlern Condition) and to in- 
% form him of what had been, andaycuid be done 


— 


draws' this Con ſequence: if ſo, cher E think, | that 
all che: promiſes 140 Adam 4 M Poſterity 
were anneteſſaty aud abs may diſcard all rbe Mri- 
tings 'of tb ne Teſtament, except ane Teut in ile 
Hebreuau¹ntil we cums iu ube Revualutim. Chriſt 
tells the Fer that in the (Hebrew) Scriptures 
they had f eternal Lit; and St. Pant rellb Timorby 
that be ſdme) Scripturui were auble' to mals him 
wiſe uu Salvation; if one wore te argue from 
hence againſt our Saviqur chat thun His Words, the 
Goſpels e. :and againſt St. Paul that che whole 
new Teſtament, as well us the Epiſtle he was then 
writing to Ny wers tmineceſfary-and might be 
| diſcarded r if any / aui were! ts! argue in this 
manner H, juſt ſo NB. argiies againſt C.) 
what Title would he deſerve? He has ſeveral 
pages mur of ſuch Inferences fromm ouy new! Syſtem 

of Divinity; at the end of his Pamp hlt. 
The Diſpute which Mr. B. hath raiſed aboùt 
Phils) whether he was the" firſt Perverter by his 
Allegories of the Scriptures, Sc. is catching at 
F 2 ſomething 


on hit account by che Elabina e And then 


(6H) =. a 
ſomething to ſcold upon; to be ſure Pbila vas not 
the firſt ick, Nimrod was before him, and 
many others on Record: but that he was not the 
firſt Perverter by his Allegories of the Hebrew 


Scriptures, is by no means proved, by ſay ing there 


becauſe it is not proved that thoſe others perverted 
the Scriptures by their Alegories; but it is fully 
proved that the Hebrew Scriptures were writ; moſt 
parts of them to be allegorized upon. Such inter- 
| Pretations might be handed down, and that would 
| 1 and do contradict the Senſe of 
e ee eee the Volumes 
of ſuch Commentaries, which, he ſays, itheir An- 
ceſtors had leſt them. St. Paul did not uſe Alle. 
| _ eee _ the — = vpraneng 
conformity to the intent and deſign of the Holy 
Spirit, who ſo worded: them, as from: Materia 
3 to raiſe Ideas of Spiritual things z and by 
parallel Stories, Circumſtances and Aecidents. to 
repreſent what Chriſt was to he, do, fay, ſuffer, 
Sc. and other things which it concerned all Chri- 
ſtians to know and believe. But I ſhall not 
trouble my head with this part of the diſpute. Mr. 


B. ſeems to think Philo as gnod a Chriſtian: as ma- 


ny are now-· a- days, (indeed he talks of Chriſt and 
the Holy Choſt in much the fame manner as they 
do) and calls for Evidence of his being an Enthu- 
ſiaſt: If the Reader will glve himſelf the trouble to 
conſult the following places in the Frautt fort Edi- 
tion Anno Cid.ocxci, tranſlated by Gelenius, he 
may ſoon be ſatisfied. P. 112, D. and 393, C. D 
ou have it under his on hand that he was at 
Enthuſiaſt. Whether he was a Jet, which the) 
are charged with making him, i. e. one that be 
| | N cxcellen 


* 
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excellent notions of the Trinity, conſult and com- 
pare: together p. 112, E. _— B. 367, 416, B. 
466, B. 481, B. 509, B 575, 22 * C. Co 


CE. 669, A. B. and others m * 
oo hope I ſhall be excuſ — 


unge our of thoſe pages, becauſe it is done 
ind jr lory or Gravity p. 52. 4 #4. and 


. 2 2 ew — the Reader. 


Philo, ſa . Author, makes the: mob antient 1 
Mord the Image of God; agreeably to Heb. i. 3. 
This is juſt ſuch another curſed inſinuation as that 
in — bſervations, p. 18. where he makes the A- 

Epb. i. v. 20. ſpeak of the Divinity, ſo 


— Fl. i. 3. oc wy @Tavyaojec TH om, &c. In 
the Hebrew , in the Greek don, and the Glo 


or the Light in the Engliſh Bible, are the Title 
throughout of the ſecond Perſon. Doth the A- 
poſtle then make the Divinity, the Glory Jebovab 


an aravyaope of its ſelf? or the Eſſence to be a 
xogakrng of its own vnooracis? an Image of his 


own'Perſon? Man was at firſt created in the 1. 
mage of God, but loſt it: The Man Chriſt Jeſus 
reſtored that Ima e, and was himſelf the moſt 
perfect Image of God. emavyaope and  Xporernp | 
can neither of them be Titles of the Divinity in 


Chrift, becauſe Jn is the Title of that Divinity. 


P. 43. Mr. B. endeavours to invalidate what 
Mr. H. has laid down, and ſhewn to be true in ſo 
many inſtances that tbe Hebrew words bave but 
a Conſtruction of the firſt Verſe in 
Genefis, N. ſays he, is fat, this adjeftive hath the 
Jod in the 2 5 to fignify that all its Action. 
bad tbeir Hence he infers that the verb 
muſt be to ma ee n is to create, which is 
an actian that is not the object of our Senſes; and 
when applied to one which is, ſignifies to concretis, 

Al. 3. = concreting the Heavens, i. e. 


one Idea, by 


as La. x 


forming the Spirit and Darkneſs, by amaſſing to- 
gether the Atoms, and making them adhere, Sce 
1 | th 


W 
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the Text expliined at large in Mofſes's: Princip. part 
2d. Ha. xlv. g. I form be Li bt, and Na 1 car 
crete the Darkneſs, Darkneſs is a much a Sub- 
ſtance as a Diamond, andi is Air ſtagnated or ſtor- 
ken'd ; or Air When its Atotns adherę tod many 
in a lump to paſa the pores of the Eyes, Light 
may be formed in hat they call the condenſed Re. 
ceiver by rubbingtwo bodies tagether, ſo ſeparating 
the Atoms which compoſe the Lumps or Grains, 
which are darkneſs, and waking them \ ſmall : 
enough to-paſs the Pores of the Glaſs : ang. if: con- 
creting or bringing the Atoms together be part of 
the Idea of what we call Creation or the medhing'of 
the word n, then with the Jod it is very pro- 
perly uſed, ns it is Gen. Xli. a. WAIWI fot or 
full of fleſn. The Effect of the Atoms of Graſs, 
or Sc. adheteing; together, when diſtributed: in 
the Blood through the Body. 1 Poe e e 
Next lis the head and a few times uſed for 
ſome poi ſencui herb; hence he infers that V 
18. poiſon. VN ſays Leigh, per metonymiam vene- 
num quod Capili, aut Dentibus Serpentis ſeu Aſpidis 
iu. Deu, vxli. 33. Venenum capitale aut mor- 
tiferum. This is but uſing WNT, as we uſe the 
word capiſal in Engliſh. He never once aſked 
himſelf whether the Senſe put upon it in any par- 
ticular place would come under the general Idea; 
much leſs hath he any Authority to make poiſan 
that Idea; It is once or twice applied: to ſome 
herb whoſe Effects were capitis or fatal to Life, 
therefore it muſt always ſignify. Poiſan. Doth Mr. 
H. or Mr. C. ſay that any one Senſe put upon a 
word in the tranſlation, or m a Lenicon will hold 
throughout, and make Semſe and Truth in all places 
where jt occurs! One would have thought ſo by this 
way of arguing againſt them z/ but the more. ridi - 
culous they are repreſented, and the more unfairiy 
they are dealt with, the better; n _ | 
„ Fe dice 3:57 . Deca 7 


Mr. C's meaning. He cites his Obſervations. © The 


r We mA TIA DT 


becauſe (Exam. p. 44.) they have opened a dreadful 


door to Atheiſts and Free-thinkers, They have fo; 
and I am ſorry Mr. B. hath found it out, He had 
better draw back before it is ſhut upon him. Since 
Mr. B. hath pitch'd upon the firſt Verſe of Gene. 


6 to ridicule their Amendments upon, I muſt beg to 


know whether he with all his Di&onaries, Gram: 
mars, Tranſlations and Commentaries can make 


Senſe of it. And let him be n tell us in 


the beginning of what it was, that God created the 
World; and make Senſe, Truth, or Grammat 
til n 1% CTY 


of the Verſe, © 


The next Paragraph p. 44. hath been already 
muſt obſerve he hath miſtaken 


* Author himſelf owns that the word (EIN) 
ein the fingular is Eloah. (Mr. C. faith no ſuch 
thing: but B. was not ſure every body would turn 
to Catcott's words to ſee whether he ſaid fo or no!) 
But why the O in the fingular Number ſhould +4 

turned into A in the plural is beyond my little ſti 

in Hebrew to imagine: to this I am anſwered that the 
(1) which fignifies the Vowel,. is expreſſed in the An- 


gular Number but left out in the plural. The R 


marks and Anſwer both deny that NY is the Au- 
gular of EPFPR. It is in the ſingular Number, an 
comes from the ſame root; but he might as well ſay 
that juratus was the Tingular number of Juratores, 
or that ſworn was the fingular 1 of Stwearers. 
C's words, which he refers to for 

to be the ſingular of EYJPR, are, p. 39. 


He could not be ignorant that there wn & difference 


in writing the Hebrew ward n fingular and 

ETD plaral. Aan in the ae" page, for bat 

reaſon the diftinttion' is obſerved in the original, why 

the J Vau' is inſerted in the fngular TR ELOaH, 

and never in the plural ©2198 ELAHIM, be ſhall 

know preſently. Is this ſaying that Ve is the 
| F 4 ſingular 


or wäking MR 


(72) 
fi lar of ede, or anſwering that Yn 
ng a Vau in the ſingular? I ae have n 
otherwiſe. 

Mr. B ſays the ( I) 2045 omitted i in the plural, or or 
Elohim, becauſe there was no other word in He- 
brew with the ſame letters of a different ſign Bene 
and it was added in the ſingular to diſtinguiſh it 
from on an Oak, or do theſe. He knows 
this is like moſt of the reſt of what he ſays, falſe 
in fact; for don. and 9K are both applied to 
God, as to the diſtinction of NIX God, from 
Doe an Oak,the Context al ways makes it. But why 
ſhould not MX theſe and Wee an Oak, be diſtin- 
ee likewiſe by a Letter: or d Deus, and 

ze when a pronoun or adverb be diſtinguiſhed | by 
a Letter likewiſe? If the Points or Context were 
ſufficient without a Letter in one, why not in the 
ether ? I do not know what he means by a like- 
neſs between the two ſacred Names. If he means 
IR and N, there is no likeneſs in their Senſe, 
Sound or Spelling. 

The next Paragraph, p. 45. is mach the ſame as 
what I have ſpoke to 7, his ſecond Remark p. 15. 
But he adds. 1 this I ſhall ſay noting at preſent, nor 

do find anything afterwards, , I think there is 

ſcarce any thing he hath ſaid, but what is repeat- 
ccd over three or four times, however a great many, 
hings are, firſt; under his three Remarks, then un- 
1 WAA then again , under. his. Obſervations 
of his Pamphlerz Whether this was done 


to amuſe the Reader, or Fromm A confuſed head, or 
— 9 hands. were Ap 10810 1 the ſame time; 
gelt ber f fer 7 deſi „or no, I can't 
tell: but unleſs he thought bis caders fools; he 
need not have repeated his objections ſo often... 
+1 now proceed to. the. Diſpute what part of 


Speech MN is. Catcoit ſays it is a participle paſ- 
hve. Mr, B. ſays no, becauſe the Farticiples of 


C 


. 
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the verbs which end in d or H, end in , vs, Thisno 
doubt is true in many inſtances, The verbs which 
have #7 their laſt letter, frequently have a Jod after 
the participle, but there are inſtances to the con- 
trary, where there is neither 7] nor Jod as VP from 


my, Numb. xii. 3. P.. x. 17. I have ſeen others, 


but my memory doth not ſupp'y me with them at 
preſent. The Fed to be ſure doth ſupply the place of 
in many other parts of Speech, as y- 
for IW1wPP and De, the laſt Fudg. xvii. 2. and 


the other, with other words in like manner, num- 


bers of times: fo his is no Rule that the Jod 
ſhould always. ſupply the place of the I in the 
participle paſſive, Mr. H. and C offer au as an 
inſtance of a word declined like MN, but this is 
no Exception, he ſays becauſe the verb da hath 
a Mappick or Speck in the laſt Letter of the word; 
but DON hath none: how this anſwer came into 


his head I do not know, but fince the verb done, 


from which Elohim is derived, never occurs in He- 


brew, as he ſays; how doth he know, it would 
not have had a Mappick in it? however A was 
writ long before the Mappick was heard of; and 
the I in one is as like the iT in the other as can 


be, and I fancy the (1, would ſtand before the one 


Jas quietly as before the other, without a Map- 


pick to keep them in order. Suppoſe no Excep- 
tion had been given to his Obſervation that a Van 
not before a , would this have affected the 
nown allowed Rule, that) in the third order is 
kflive : could not I have ſeen MPN as well as 
H or &c.? Had there been no other, this 
Wuld have been an inſtance alone. But beſides 
M we have ; this he ſays is a Noun, And 
ſo e ſays Me is Ober. p. 13. hut without taking 
adùntage of this Conceſſion, which was only 
mad to ſerve a turn; how often are the partici- 
ples\hen put without a noun to be taken 1 — 

| rue 


ct Ny 3 
ſtruock as noun ! Can any reaſon be given why the 
7 will not admit a Yau before it in a participle, 
when it doth in a noun, A Participle, I think, 
is a word that partakes both of the nature of the 
moun and verb; and ſo his diſtinction that one is a 
noun, and the other a participle, ſhews nothing 
but that he is refolved not to be convinced. The 
words in diſpute between us were uſed long before 
our Grammatical phraſes, and diſtinctions of parts 
of Speech were heard of, and though they are very 
well to help 4 Beginner, have no right to be Stan- 
dards to determine the Senſe of a word, if any in- 
ſtance ſhould be brought that will not come under 
them; much leſs can the Points affect the Rules of 
Grammar, which were all ſettled many hundreds 
of years before ever they were in being. Perhaps 
I ſhall be told that PT is a noun, or mappecked 
or ſomething ; Deut. xxviii. 25. and ſbalt be M 
removed into all the Kingdoms of the Earth, Ezek. 
XXIII. 46. and till give them N to be removed 
and ſpoiled. I do not find it hath any mappick, 
and I have the Tranſlation of my Side that it is 
paſſive. So I may venture to offer this as a Wit- 
neſs every way qualified. We have another in- 
ſtance Lev. xv. 33. and xx. 18. N, conſtrued / 
menſtruata, | Allo another Pf. xciii. alt. MN. 
Exam. p. 47. he produces another inſtance in 
that the words have not the ſame Original 1. 
dea. And if (as the Anſwerer pretended) be adbered 
to the method of reducing every word to the Root 
be coul not ut know, that the Hebrew wo 
153 which fignifies a Garment, comes from a ven 
which ſignifies to tranſgreſs notoriouſly, Buxt. If 
Prevaricatus fuit, perfide egit, Leigh, Perſich, 
. falfitas, mendacium, Marius de Calaſ. Significa®, 
; Pravaricatio, aut dolus, faifitas. What doth 
mean then, by ſaying it ſignifies to /ran/gre/s uc 
oufly? It hath no ſuch meaning; If Perfidy, 
„ 5 mullon, 
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the trouble of Berg gy oy Mr..C 


 veſtimentum 


Dar and rr. The word 3 is Multitude 
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* Treashery, or acting . 


be the Idea of the word; 1 
Cover of our Nakedneſs will be beautifully ex- 
preſſed by it ; and he might . meow himſelf 


2 ng, /o that 
een 41 fu mind ar job bs ond 
Shame, h ſays it is @ Gormevt .z perha 

vs prime hominis contra Deum Perkdie 
Tegumentum et Teſtimenium &c. Burt. Qgod fit 


 Tranſgreſhonis Index, aut quod tegat vitia noſtra. 


Mr. B. p. 48. owns that when he firft read the 
Sermon, he did not underſtand it ſo well as he doth 
now, fince he hath read the Remarts and the 
anſwer, and that the more he underſtands of the 
matter the worſe he likes it ; I really believe ſo, 
he hath got into a dcrape before he thoughe of it. 
I know them that have 4 aha better heads than he 
who have ag reat an averſion to our new Syſtem of 
Philoſaphical fy as he can have; but have 
je to confine their Reflect ions, Re- 

"oe + ok Obſervations, Wit and Ridicult- 
= it, AO; private Conver ſations. Bedfar ay 1 


ſuppoſe, thought Cazcort had broke thro? the — 


mon Rules of Grammar c. r | 
and not with deſign; and little thi he . 
any thing to ſay in his Juſtification — ings 
venge an old £ leaps at what he Allily took 
for a Blunder, and him fen it without mercy „ 
but / unluckily it is like to fall uppn his own head. 

In this Page a ſort of diſpute $96ungifed uhu 
the Pronunciation of the — 27 23139 and 


Tn. Rab not Reb, ſays Mr. B. is the word 


W to Chriſt, in the New. Teſtament, and then 
uhim would have been in our Senſe of the word 
Cberablim. Can any reaſon be given why and 


Y ſhould not he: che ſame way, or 


we dee it lei ce K. o Rub, or what 
„„ you 


5 
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you will in Engli 5, the Senſe of the word is the 
ſame. BID and HB may be pronounced 
differently if he pleaſes ; but ths word is often 
without the van: As the word Y without the van 
is pronounced Rab, and with the vau Rub; So 
ni without the vau, ma y be wrote I 
and with the vau Cherubim. - 
The word Cherabim, ſays Mr: B. according to ; 
this Scheme, muſt be a C word, and 

like the Great ones; Note, unleſi aue aller the vowels 
it muſt be n, Cherabbim: and iſ we alter them, 
it muſt be , Cherubbim, '#eitber of which- 
will ſuit with the worde AN, as the Letters are 
ew in the Hebrew Text, But the Letters are 
not placed ſo in many Hebrew Texts : But if all this 
ſhould be allowed, what is it to us? Suppoſe the 
Rules of pointing do not admit of our e 
tion; Then they that pointed it, did not know 
what it meant; ſuppoſe ſo; and that if it ought 
to be pointed at all, it is pointed wrong; what is 
this to the ſignification of the word! Philo ſays 
the Cherubim repreſented the Powers Awapu; of 
the Deity: and Mr. B B. ſays by that word he meant 
the Perſons of the Deity, Then they did know 
What it meant, and if it be wrong pointed, did it 
on purpoſe; and it was not Mr. G. who had tbe 

turn to ſerve, in ſaying, that Chriftt when on Earth” 
was called Rabbi or Rubbi, but the Villains who 
pointed. I) and n had the turn to ſerve. 
Here is ſo much falſe Hebrew that I bluſh for the 
Author”s ſake, ſays Mr. B. four Blunders in one 
Derivation, It is high time for him to bluſhFor- 
himſelf; The four Blunders he puts on Mr. C. are 
2 to one of his 'own, in thinlaing the Jews had 
any Intention to let us be che better for chat little 
knowledge they had in the Scriptare tres FE 
Mr. B. goes on; 'T# confute — Köf⸗ 
DD from ©97 and ↄ) 1 alſo: affirmed Heb the 
ebrew 


RRR. 
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(77) 
Hebrew Language abborred Compoſitions of wordt. 
The diſpute was whether the (v) Caph was a 
Servile Letter or no. No, ſa ys Mr, B. the Hebre x 
Language abhors Compoſitions f words. There are 


more inſtances (for aught I know) than there are 


verſes in the Bible, of words compounded with the 
the Serviles as Cherubim is. Mr. gend adds, o 


cConfute me, Mr. Catcott ſays, it is falſe, and adds, 


there are a vaſt number of inſtances in the names of 
men and places. But wwe were talking of Common 
Names. He ſays the Cherubim are Angels; Are 


the names of Angel. common, but thoſe of men 


and places not ſo ] this was the moſt unlucky An- 
ſwer Mr. B. could have hit upon; and as aſcleſs to 


. true, as it is falſe. in itſelf. Are not * 


Se. compound Names? If the Cherubim 
re N Perſons, ſure. it was a . proper anſwer in 

C. to ſay it was the Cuſtom, of the Hebrew and 

other -oriental, Ages to compound the Names 
of * Porſans. ; nothing is commoner; but to anſwer 
that the names of els were common names, 
but thoſe of men and places were not. ſo, is ſome- 


thing very ſtrange: "He had ſufficiently confuted 


Mr. Catcot?'s notion of the Derivation of the word, 
(who had fillily taken it ſor a Hebrew word, becauſe 
it was as old as Adam,] by ſhewing it was an Arabick 
word, or at-leaſt. that there was a word that ſounded | 
ſomething like it in that Tongue, and fo was under 
no neceſſity of making an aſſertion to confute him, 


| which 1 is falſe in itſelf and uſes to him, if it bad 


Mr. Catcott ſays chat many ol the Titles given by 
the Heathen to their Elabim, are Compounds; 
Mr. B. ſays, © he:knows not that. any of theſe 25 
tles are in Hebrew Lucian reckons up many in 


Greek, What Languag 


e are n, V, N. 
53%, Hr“, — „i, Savy, Tn, 


others 


1 "I 
campo r nay 
fee enow. in The Trinity of tbe Gehtiles by J. H. 
The Examine» doth not know, I ſuppoſe, that the 
names of the Heathen objects of worſhip were in 
Hebrew before they were in any other Language: 
What wonder then if we meet with Hermes, Ham 
mon, Athene dec. in Greek, © Exam. p. 49, 30. Mr: 
B. aſks Cateort's pardon for writing Powers whete 
he had Spirits. On this, ſays Mr. B. he beftows a 
full page and part of another," and at laſt concludes 
bs, 0 Let the Reader now judge of the honeſty 
« of the Obſervator (Here Bedford leaves out 
of the ſentence, which ſhews it was making 
r C. ſay the Cherubim were uncreated, not for 
writing the word Powers inſtead of Spirits, SHR 
he was blamed for) and 1 leave it to his 
«© Conſcience whether he hath not been 887 5 f 
2 PRE in ſo baſe à manner, as even a 

& would be aſhamed of. Mr, Cat 
< cott's words are, Anfwer, p. 4. Lei ibe Reader 
* now judge of the Honeſty of the Obſervator whey he 
I repreſents me as allowing - be Cherubim 7 bave 
10 — Spirits, ut not created and I lavę 
« it 10 bis own Conſcience whether be bath not Been 
4 guilty of wronging me, &. as above,” I have 
already obſerved that Mr. Bedford, in his 05 
vations, had made · C. call the Cherubim an uncrt 
ated Emblem, and ſhewn that he knew he miſrepte. 
fented him; and this is hat C. Anke faule th; 
as he hath'a great deal of reaſon!! :: 

Exam. 3. i If we look on the Cherubim 49/65 
a diftint# E created Spirits, they' are excelltntl 
deſcribed in our Te Deum, as pruſſing their Cytator 
Sc. But if we make them tobe Emblematical*Exp0+ 
fitians, we turn that ſolemn part of our Devotions into | 
eg Fe Nonſenſe. We never call them Emblems 
tical Expoſitions, but Hiero W Figures, fepre: 

ſenting the Perſons of the nity, and aſerlbing, 


(by 


I * 


3 (3 | 
(by crying Holy, Holy, Holy) holineſs to thoſe Per- 
ſons whoſe Repreſentatives they were. Where, is 
the nonſenſe in this? The four Beaſts which are the 
ſame Ezekiel deſcribes the Cherubim to conſiſt of, 
ſay the very ſame words, Rev. Chap, iy. 8. who dit 


of "4 1 7 


Saviour, Trajan, Septimius Severus, and Maximinus. 
What has the Lyon then to do to worſhip the Lamb? 
or what have the reſt to do with the Eyes they are 
ſaid to be full of? In the P/alms all the 558 
nature are made to praiſe God; and Mr. H. hath 


3 that the Created, Material 2 A Ft 


ype, Shadow or Picture of the unereate 1 
nity ; Cherubim therefore will include choſe three 
Agents, Fire, Light and Spirit; which under 
God perform all the operations of nature. Whe- 
ther the Compoſers of the Te Deum refer to thia, 
or barely to Jaiab and the Revelations, where thoſe 
words are ſpoke by the Cherubim to thoſe titey 


repreſented, matters not. Holineſs appears emi- 


nently by the Chriſtian Covenant to be an attri- 
bute of each Perſon in Jehovah, and ſo is'very'pro- 
perly aſcribed to them by. thoſe figures. or that coms 
pound figure, which was - framed to exhibit the Co- 
venant to men; and in the Revelations many other 
things which were ſettled by the Covenant are de- 
clared or ſpoke by the Beaſts; ſo alſo in 5 4 

e e eee ea on te, 
This explains one Scene, which the Cherubim are made to 
act Rev. Chap. v. 8. And when he (the Lamb) had taken the 


Book, the four Beafts and four and i Elders fell down before 


the Lamb, ' Chriſt, Mar. xxviii. v. 18, ſays all power in Heaven 
and Earth was given unto him. This muſt be by Ceſſion from 
the other t2vo Perſons of the Trinity; and our Divines ſay; 
this power was to be given to Chriſt by covenant; on the ac- 
count of his Incarnation c. So this Ceſſon of all power in 
nyt 9 1 be N by 5 to e ; — — 
this place repreſented by the eur Beaſts,” the 'Hieroplyphica 
Emblems of the Parties 77 the F falling Jews — 
i. e. paying homage to the Lamb, who had ſeven Horns, (om: 
nipotence) and ſeven Eyes (omniſcience) ſo this Emblem of = 


EE 


. 3 „„ . 
We now come to In Exam. p. 51, which is tranſ⸗ 
lated a Covenant, but we think fignifies He, or that 
which purifies. Mr. B. promiſes to prove it rightly 
tranſlated from the Hebrew Scriptures, but never at- 


tempts Pee the Septuag int tranſlates it ſo, and 


that St. Paul took it from thence in a citation of a 
* 13 paſſage 
Son of Man, or of the dtaybeonec who had rmed all 
Righteouſneſs, c. and was inveſted with the Power 
which by right of Redemption he hath over us. As before the 
| n the four Beaſts aſcribed, Glory, Holineſs, Power 
fc, to the Perſons of the Trinity jointly ; or as they aſcribe 
tothe Deity the Attributes, which by the Covenant they appear 
to have; ſo aſter the Reſurrection of Chriſt the ſame four Beaſts 
fall down before him, and by words as well as by that expreflive 
action of falling down before a Perſon, aſcribe the Power to 
him, or, what by Covenant, he was ſeparately to enjoy. An ob · 
jection hath been formed here by ſome, who will begin at the 
wrong end; can read Greek but not Hebreau, and much triumphed 
upon, as if the Cherubim were not the Repreſentatives of the 
Perſons of the Trinity ; firſt becauſe they paid homage to the 
Lamb. I hope that is cleared. 2. becauſe they are Decalugly 
repreſented, Chap. 9. v. 10. as joining with the four and 
twenty E/ders and Saints, in ſaying unto the Lamb, bon 
haſt .redeemed uij——and made u, unto our God Kings and 
Pries. But thoſe words are ſpoke by the Elders and the 
Saints who farrounded the Throne. The Beaſts or Cherubim 
fall down {for the reaſon given above) when the Song is ſung 
by the Saints to acknowledge that Chriſt had redeemed them, 
but the words bon haſt redeemed us are not ſpoken by them: this 
is diſtinguiſhed often enough Chap. iv. 9, 10, 11 And4when thoſe 
Beafts gius Glory, and Honour and Thanks c. — The four and twenty 


Eldtri— ſay, thou art worthy O Lord &c. and Chap. v. 13, 14, 


and intheeighth verſe of this fifth Chapter, on which the obj 
is formed, the twenty-four Elders fall down with the Beaſts, 
dut it is they that had the Harps and the Golden Viale, which 
ſpeak the words: The four Beaſts had not Harps and Golden 
Vals, but the Elders and the Saint, v. 8. and when he had ta. 
hen the Book, The four Beaſts and four and twenty . Elders fell 
down before the Lamb, having 2 one of them (not the Beaſts 
but Elder) Harps and Golden Vials, aud they os a new Seng. 
| ſaying, &c. What follows to the 14th verſe was done by thoſe who 


were redeemed, who give ks, aſcribe the Glory of 


Redemption to the Lamb, and ſay he is 1 to have 


the power to which v. 14. The four Beaſts ſaid Amen. 
All that gives the pretence here of A ſay they 
were redeemed, is the not repeating the verb, fell down, _ 


. 


B. 
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paſſage out of Jeremiab where the word occurs | 
twice or thrice. I expected he would have derived. 
it from ſome Root, which had the Idea of a Cove- 
nant in it, or have given ſome Prooſs from Facts, 
Circumſtances, Context c. that it did ſignify a 
Covenant, ſuch as Mr. H. hath given at large in 
his Names and Attributes of the Trinity of the Gen- 
tiles p. 119. that it doth not; and not have cited 
tranſſations for it, which ought not to be deciſive 
againſt us, where there er reaſon for diſſenting 
from them. And we have the authority of the 
LXX that y is derived from a verb which ſig- 
nifies to purify, the places have been produced, 
and yet he would have it thought that we have no 
authority for correcting the Senſe. put on 17 - 
in ſome other places. I have ſhewn before, that 
the New Teſtament did not defign to tranſlate : 
the Hebrew, but took ſuch. tranſlations as they 


be 
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found, it being by no means proper they ſhould 
4 do otherwiſe abe tranſlation bn Faſfcient to car- 
„ LA back to the original which we arecommanded 
de to ſearch, and conſequently to take for our Guide. 
m It would not have been prudent in the Apoſtle to 
have given a new tranſlation of a paſſage, which 
” Iss it ſtood in the tranſlation received by thoſe to 


ty been the four Beaſts fell down and the four and Elders 

WY fell down, having Harps c. then what follows would have 

n appeared more plainly to have felated to the Elders, but it ap- 

s, pears plain enough now); is often diſtinguiſhed, and beſides, it 

ch was they who h _ that ſaid thoſe words, which the 

n Beaſts had not; but the Saints who ſung the Song of which the 

a. Wh vords thou haſt redeemed us, are part, had Harps, fee Rev. xiv. z. 

ll The Lyon is made to repreſent Chriſt by Commentators and 

ls by the Text v. 7 Chap. 5. So if thou haſt redeemed us were ſpoke - 
en the Lyon was redeemed by the Lamb. 


_ 3 ho make the objection I am ſpeaking, vill. E 
; N W ake the objection I am ſpeaking, to, will | | 
of tell us how:that could be. The = from p. 131 to ” 137. | 

ve bhhave faid enough to clear up this matter, but as ſome have in- 


LY 


=> liſted pretty much on this objection, I have thought proper to 
* ſay what I have on it. 0 * e N 


i 
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whom TY wrote, was ſufficient to prove his point. 
Had we a tranſlation by an inſpired Writer (but 1 
do not know of one word being tranſlated by any 
inſpired Perſon) I can't ſce with what pretence even 
that could be ſet up beyond the Original. I may 
| know both Languages alike, and if any thing 
| = be equally clear in both, there L be no 
— bot if (as the Genius of all Lan a 
they ſhould claſh in any point, or mr 
—— ſtronger expreſſed, in one than the other 
which would * to 5 preferred? What pretence is 
there now to take any thing upon the-bare authority 
of a parcel of. _ men (to ſay no 33 . 
the LXX.- mdiſputably were; a 
dence and the nature of Evidence — pn it — Fs 
for the inſpired men in their diſputes with the Jews 
to cite their own_ tranſlation to them, where it 
would ſerve the turn, tlierefore we muſt take the 
— wane and chrom aſide the Original; and if 
5 proof from the Original, you are to 
— — it is other wiſe tranſlated; 
and the Apoſtles — in to juſtify, what it was 
impoſſible for them to have remedied. Thus we 
muſt not conſtrue Y a Purifier, (tho', by the 
Rules of the Tongue it comes from M or n to. 
cleanſe or purify ;. nay tho? the very word Ty 
is uſed in the LXX for that which purifiey y and 
there is no .Foor ſignifying a Covenant it can come 
ſrom nay thg' HE ve ry Arabic is on our fide, 
becauſe it is, — — bu by Aiabnun which 
doth not ſigniſy Purifier or Puriſication; and 
I may —— "that neither doth Ai-9mm fi 2 
only a. Bargains. ufa or C ee bir. 
nerally as the toOt Irie does in the New Telta- 
men a Lacy or Pill. And the aflage- he: cites 
from St. Paul old ſtand thus, Feb. vñl. 8, 9, 70. 
Bebold the Days. come (ſaith the Lord) oben, I will 
wake a new Will with the bouſe of. ljrathnot ace! 
Ts cording 


a cn 
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cording to the Will, which I made with their Fathers 

&c. this would be getting ſomething by ſticking 
WARES. ATT 

We are now to conſider what part of Speech 
TA is, Mr. B. will have it a participle paſſive, 
and ſays he hath ſhewn it is ſo in his Obſervations. 
Exam. p. 52. In diſcourſing on the word N or 
Covenant, I ſbewed, that admitting what be ſaid, 
it could not fignify a Purifier, but the Purified. His 
words are, Obfer p. 23. Let us ſuppoſe the word to 
be thus, derived; yet I ſhould have à ftrong Inclina- 
tion to take is for a noun, and we haue many of that” 

Form, (with all my heart call it a noun, if he 


pleaſes,) or if, for an adjettive or participle (call it 
$ by 


either of them if he will, it ſtan it felf, and 
therefore muſt be taken as a noun) and then the 
vowels will biaſs me to think that the formation was 
derived. from the Chaldee or the Syriac, in both 
which Languages there is a participle paſſive of the 
ſame nature, This he calls diſcourſing on 1 
and ſhewing it to be paſſive. It is a ſtrange thin 
that he will not let us haye either grammar or ſenſe 
in the Hebrew, without going to other Languages, 
but the very formation of the words muſt be deri- 
ved from a Language that is not ſo old by ſome 
thouſands of years; whathath the Chaldee or Syriack 
todo with the Hebrew Grammar ? they and the 
vowels may biaſs him, but they ſhall not biaſs me; 
he refers to the Chaldee and Syriac Grammars, but 
hath produced no inſtances ; he ſays he has produ- 
ced eight in Hebrew; I ſee but two in 7h and four 
with the Jod in the third order; he tells us there 
he doth not inſiſt on their being paſſive as an argu- 
ment againſt us, but here Mr. Catcojt hath not an- 
ſwered bim, and if granted it entirely overturns his 
own Phraſe, ſo I ſhall-conſider his Inſtances ; they 
are VID, 13 a, PT, MM and VN... He de- 
tives IP12 from 112 zotondit, and conſtrües it Lapis 
G 2 politus, 


FP 
politus, but there is nothing to anſwer Lapis. The 
word occurs inter al. Exod. xx. 25. If thou wilt 


make me an altar of Stones thou ſhalt not build Jt8 


ia; the word muſt be the Cenitive Caſe here, 
becauſe it can't be in Concordance with I which 
is plural, ſo is a noun ſubſtantivg, the Poliſber not 
* poliſhed, thou ſhalt not uſe the Poliſpers in buildin 
it, There is no occaſion to alter the Engliſh Tranſ- 
lation hewa Stone, but if a Rule be to be formed on 
ſuch an inſtance, it is neceſſary to take notice of it; 
and we have the authority of our Tranſlators that 
the word here is a participle active, for they have 
put hewing in the Margin. So 1 Chron, xxii. 2. 
to hew FTA JAR. 2 rendered to hety is to dig out 
of the Quarry, and the meaning is that David ſet 
people to dig ſtone for the Poliſner. To bew 
wreurht or poliſhed Stone is nonſenſe ; and JN 
can't be a participle a here becauſe it is in regi- 
mine; as in other places, y in the ſame man- 
ner is the preparer of Oil. Na is to elect or chuſe, 
and The Elelt is a title of Chriſtians frequent in 
S-riptures. It is Chriſt who makes them the Eleñ. 
Conſequently MA when 77 to him, or thoſe 
who were Type of him, is He who Chuſes or Elefs 
others: and To is no participle paſſive. Y or 
he that reconciles us to God, or makes us the beloved, 
ry conſtrued. Unigenitus, only begotten, but it 
is frequently applied where there are more children, 
as to Solomon. NN is not 1% beget but unite, and 
Chriſt as man is not only the United one but Unzter, 
He who unites us to one another, and to God. 
This is frequently alluded to in the New Teſtament, 
as Gal, iij. 28. For ye are all one in Chriſt Jeſus. 
Eph, i. 10, that he might gather together in one all 
things in Chriſt. ii. 13. But now in Chriſt Feſus, ye 
who ſometimes were afar off, are made nigh by the 
Blood of Chriſt, For he js our Peace who bath — 
4 5 . „„ „ U 


＋ . 


n „ ans” FP 1 


3 a a. 8 n 


KK ., web ft — Km tw tic to ee a 0 


K 3 
both one and that be might reconcile both unto Cad 
in one Body. Sufficent this. to ſhew that being a 
Uniter was the office of Chriſt, and why may it not 
be his Title, when the Grammar. as is allowed, 
will admit of it: becauſe I ſyppoſe the Jews by 
pointing have made the Jod guieſcent, i. e. to he put 
ii „ ET 
So VN is He who ſeparates himſelf or others, as 
Chriſt doth Chriſtians from Pollution Sc. So I 
think it appears that ſome of his Inſtances mug 
have, and that the reſt may have an active ſignifica- 
tion z particularly JV, which with Tyr is the only 
word formed like the word in diſpute, muſt be con- 
ſtrued directly nt. mut, as we conſtrue : and 
it is proved in the Remarks that the Titles of Chriſt 


| with the Jed in the third Order are active, becauſe 


the word Febovab is frequently joined to them, as 
Jebovab ſy m c. who can't be ſaid to be the juſt;- 
fied one, but the Fuſtifier ; it miiſt be ative. 
Whether JIU!) Gen. iii. 24. be to be conſtrued as 
in the pad or præter ro affects not any thin 
of conſequence in diſpute between us, but as 79 
is allowed to be the third Perſon future, Mr. H. 
makes an Obſervation in order to ſhew that the He. 
brew did not confqund the Tenſes, which would 
have rendered many parts of Scripture uncertain ; 
he obſerves that the Hiſtorian in deſcribing a ſeries 
of actions, ſpeaks of every thin which is future 


with reſpect to the laſt thing deſcribed, in the fu- 


ä DEED. NES 


ture tenie, Thus for inſtance God calls Adam and 
Eve to account for liſtening to the ſuggeſtions of 


* This conſtrues P/. 22. 20. Chriſt ſpeaking on the Croſs, 
Deliver my Soul from the Sword, WWW (as Fehovah aroſe 
4 xix. 23. in Duff. i. e. in a Body which is made of Duſt, to 

a Redeemer by that Union of Man with God, we are united 


or made one, fo the Humanity is the Mean, the thing which 


makes the Union, my human part from the prwwer of the Dog. 
this was done by roiſing it again. ef (EF 
A nn 01 NE ( 


| ( 86 ) 
| Satan, and refolyes to put him out of the Garden, 
and ſet up the Emblems of the new Covenant. 
The putting him out of the Garden was future to 
or after his calling him to an account; as inhabiting 
the Cherubim was to both, ſo are put in the future 
tenſe, and may be conſtrued—1ben God drove out 
the Man—and then be inhabited the C berghim — 
Which is a nicety not in or other , ch 


e nor wo 3 it ey any ca 124 22 
Jews 5 7 help 5 Learner, pointed the. verb with 
a pat 25 or any other 10 Hs 5 for the reaſon 


e yet it is of 
— ere what rene it is, we we ſay Kal, 


Mr. B. Hiphil. But had it been Hipbil it would 
| have had a Jod, as Foſh. xviii. 1. and the whole Con. 
 gregation of the Children f frat! aſſembled together 
at Shiloh, WP") and placed there the Tabernacle of 
52 975 1 yg "Ard had Gen, i. 24. meant that 
( ced the Cherubim, it muſt have been 
8575 or that is the Hiphil of this word. The 
24 it is true have pointed the word as if it were 
in the Hipbil Conjugation, to evade the Cberubin 
being looked on as inſtituted Emblems attended by 
the divine preſence, In other places this is evaded 
by inſerting between or Sc. as 2 Sam. vi. 2. and 
elſewhere. 5 
Mr. B. endeavours, if I rake it . to put a 
a ſallacy on his reader in thoſe words p. 53. 2 


ceſſion o is not Hipbil, be 


Deities; he ſays he hath the Authority of the Chal- 
die in Daniel, Ezra," and Jeremiah, but this is a 
miſtake, the word is uſed in the plural, or 'with-a 
plural with it, to thẽ true Trinity as often or often- 


5 n 


1 (#9) Oe 
Kal and Hipbil are diſtinguiſhed only by tht Vowtls, 
If he means the vowel Points, that is falſe, as every 
Grammar ſhews.” If he means the Letter or Vow- 
el Jod (if it be a Vowel) then by his own Con- 

— frwcth is n Jol. 
If he includes both the vowel Points and the vowel 
Letters, then there could be no Hiphil till the 


vowel Points were invented; and though it may 
be ſaid that a difference in pronunciation might 


ſupply what the Points do now, yet then thefe 


could be no Hipbil uſed in writing till the Points 
were invented; unlefs the Context would ſhow or 


point out the differenſee a. 


em Quoſtich, bebe ef dur Stviouf did 


To Mr. Cateotis Obſervation, that YM is in 
the new Teſtament rendered by Ge and G and 
conſequently that in rendering tho ſame word ſome-· 
times fingular, and ſometimes plural, as the? Fows 
then did, they did nor deſign to tranſlate the wotdbat 
all, but uſe fl | 

it is anf wered, by Mr. B. p. 56. that hen it is ſpoke 
of the truẽ God Re will tranſlate it ſngular, butwhen 
of the Pagan Gods, plural. The Sepruagint hate 
tranſlated H Ü) , by the plurkVFof Oos when ſpoke 
of the true God; but omitting that, if this dn. 
tinction was neceſſary in our Saviour's Days how 
far more neceſſary was it in Myuſers, when the 


ch tranſlations as they found; tothis 


Jews were ſo prone to the worſhip of the Pagan 


er than it is in the Figular; but what is Feremiab 
e RT 6 X. II. 
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k. 11. brought in for, the word is plural there, 
and the two Verbs in the Sentence are both, what 
they call plural, or have a Vau poſtſixe t. 
n this (56) page we have a new reaſon given 
for canlating Elabin by a ſingular word; I think, 
ſays Mr. B. there is as much reaſon to keep to the 
Number in the Verb, as to the Number in the Noun. 
Let bim tranſlate Gen. i. 1. Dei, or Perſonæ, or 
Potentiæ, creavit or /ix, hundred more Texts 
Scripture in the ſame manner, thirty of which are in 
Gen. chap. i. and I leaue him to be corrected by any 
Scbool- Boy of another School. with a Sneer at the 
end, obſerve all this Mr. Grammar ian. 
This looks at firſt yiew the moſt plauſible of 
any thing I have ſeen, through the whole Pam- 
3 though all Mankind have been hitherto ſa- 
_ fisfied that the Verb being Angular was Myberii 
Cau ſa, but it proceeds entirely upon a miſtake 
that the Hebrew Verbs are declined as they are in 
are Pronouns, or Parts of Pronouns, and ſignify 
the ſame when affixed to the Herbs as when affixed 


to other Words. There is no neceſſity for the Verb 


to be declined, or to expreſs Number, the Noun or 
- Pronoun doth that: The Verb expreſſes the ſort of 
Aclion or Paſſion, but not how many are concerned, 
whether one or more. Thus , X13 the Per- 
ſons of the Deity created. What Number is the 
verb created! M expreſſes the Aion and the 
I), in Elabim the Number, or that more than 
one were concerned in creating; and though the 
Pronoun cannot always be expreſſed in Engliſh, yet 
it often may, and the Sentence run the better for 
it. Jud. i. 16. Thy Cbildren of the Kenite, Moſes's 
' 4ather in Law, ment up (or, they went up) 
and TY went” and PW? doelt, Gen. i. 28. God 
ſaid unto them, MW I) YWN-WOPN, and ſub- 
due ye it. Fer. xxviii. 14. May) and they ſerve 
kim. Lev. xvii. 14. NW PI2N. 2 Sam. iv. 2. 
5 „ 
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are ſufficient to ſhew that the 


to ſhew all t 


. 
D De. Zach. xi, g. A jp. —W0 


D. r e 475 But what ſigniſies 


multiplying Inſtances? I can produce ſeven in a 
Chapter, every one of which muſt be falſe Con» 
cords in his way of conſt ring TP Theſe 

| ebrew verbs are 
not declined any more than our verbs in Engliſh, 


or in 7 other Languages, the Pronouns very 


often ſtand ſingle in Hebrew, though generally are 
affixed. If this be true, and if it be not, I hope 


Mr. B. will ſhew it, the new Argument for tranſ- 


lating Z2I719R by a /ingular Noun, is as little to 
he purpoſe as the old ones: and ſhews how little 
r. B. knew of the Hebrew Grammar, and how 
little right he has to make ſuch an outcry about 
breaking Rules, when this obvious Rule had ſa 
entirely apt x him : and for which I have the 
Authority of the Dutch, Iriſh, and Yelp Tongues, 
which are as good Languages, and as good Au- 
thorities, as his Chaldee, Syriack, and Arabick, and 
I am told, as old. | = _ 
1 find nothing after this under the Head of Mr. 
H. and. Mr. C. anſwered, but what hath either 
been conſidered or what is conſequences drawn. 
from what I have anſwered, (or at leaſt have en- 
deavoured to anſwer) before. From hence to 
page 86. is nothing but perſonal Reflections, a 
new Syſtem of Divinity coined out of his own _ 
head, and fearful Conſequences drawn from itz 
all which whoever reads will eaſily ſee the Author 
was thoroughly angry and nettled, To ſhew how 
falſe and malicious his = of Pride, and Un- 
charitableneſs againſt Mr. H. and Mr. C. is, how - 
wide of the truth his Repreſentation of their Sen- 
timents, and what, p. 63. he calls their neu Syſtem - 
of Divinity, how wide he is from the Truth in this 
Repreſentation, and how forced his Conſequences 
his, you lay me under a neceſſity 
part of the Remarks, Mr. 


of reprinting the greate g 
— 2 C's 


* 


40 C ( 90) : 3 1 i 
C's Anſwer, his own Obſervations and Examina. 
tion, which I have neither time nor Inclination to 
do. I have given ſeveral Specimens of Mr. Bed. 
rde Honour and Honeſty in citing his Adverſary's 
Words, and many others might have 'been given; 


# . 9 ; 


ind beſides, - any Perſon who will form his Senti- 
ments of any Mans Character and Writings upon 
reading one fide of the Queftion only (if ſuch a 
Pamphlet can be called one fide) or that will truſt 
an enemy's account of another, is not worth my 
notice. All that I deſire is, that whoeyer thinks 
this part of the diſpute worth troubling ſris head 
about, would turn to the places Mr. B refers to, 
T- Pp 041, 5 Gruen „ 
and conſider them with the Conte kt. 
lagree with Mr. B. that the Text hath not been 
altered by the Jes; and let thoſe who ſay it 
| hath been corrupted by any Additions, Omiſſions 
or Alterations give their reaſons, and thew us 
when and by whom they were made, or be branded 
with Infamy for playing the Critict with the word 
of God, as they have done with the mangled Re- 
mains of fome Heathen Books: and particularly 
let Mr. Beg ford ſhew by what Authority Ezra and 
the Maſorites changed the Hebrew Chara#er, and 
made Alterations and Additions, as p. $9. he ſays 
they did; but firſt let him prove they did ſo, and 
then ſhew, us their Authority. I 3 — 97, 
98, Ce. aim at LR Biſhop of Chich;fer's 
new Edition of the Plalms in Metre, a work as 
much above Mr. Bedford's and my Capacity, as 
his Lordſhip is of accepting my Aſſiſtance in defen- 
ding it, and I doubt not ur Author will have his 
Anſwer, when it is thought worth while. 5 
I chaſl now take in what 1 omitted relating to 
the Points before, Mr. B. charges Mr. C—with 
miſquot ing Dr. Prideaux—p. 34. Firſt Ibe quoting 
this learued Author, as if he was of tbe ſamè Opi- 
nion with Hint, the bringing his Arguments to prove 
it, which be binjelf anſwers, and tells bis Opiuion * 
. 11, 


the. ner is ſometbing extraordinary. And 2 
103. —be wreſts (Prideaux Book) 10 ſerve his. own 


(91) 


turn, I own it would be ſomething extraordinary 


in Mr. Catcott to have been gvilty of ſo baſe an 


Artifice to impoſe on a few unwary Readers when 
he neither needed ſuch falſe helps to ſupport his 


Cauſe, nor would the Opinion of any Man be” of 
any Service to it; and beſides his Soul abhors ſuch 


Talſehoods 3 F now not the Mun indeed; but 1 


Judge from his Writings. I ſee not the leaſt At- 


t or Inclination to impoſe a falſehood on us, 
by the ſtrongeſt Byaſs to Truth; and a Reſolu- 


tion to appear ih thẽ Defence of it, let the Conſe- 


ce to himſelf be what it win. As to the 
2 e above, let the Reader look into Mr. C's 
Ae p. 18, and he will ſoon ſee how juſt it is. 
'Fhere is not the leaſt mention of the Doctor's O- 


pinion, or Infinuation that it was on his ſide of the 


: ny much leſs are the Doctor's Arguments 
| prove it; But all this Duſt was not 
ri 1 F nend Mr. B. had a purpoſe to ſerve. 
He had no mi to meddle with C's Quotations 
from Lutber and our other Reformers; wfoſe Au- 
thority he did not care the Engl; Reader ſhould 
know we had for rejectin that curſed Fardel and 
heap of villanous Rules, Pointing, &c. the Apoſ- 
tate Jeus would impoſe upon us: and fo endea- 
vour to blacken Mr. C. and then cries Mr. Cat- 
cott quoting his own Sermon in ſuch a manner, and 
alſo an Engliſh Author ſo common among us, I need 
not trouble my ſelf any farther about his Latin Vi. 
ters. 
But Mr. Catcott ſays the Antiquity of theſe 
Marks is now given up by all the learned 
world, when Prideaux himſelf is for them.“ It 
will appear I believe that Prideaux is againſt the 
Authority of the Points, which I ſuppole is What 
Mr. C. meant by the . that they were 


not 


1 o/42 
not fo antient as that they ſhould be deciſive againſt 
us. The Jews, till Elias Levita, held that the 
Paints were added to the Text by Ezra and that 
they were delivered down to him by oral Tradi- 
tion from Moſes, and conſequently of equal Ay- 
thority with the Letters. Elias ſaid they were 
not added to the Text till about 500 years after 
_ Chriſt, and this is the point in diſpute among 
them. But, ſays Dr. Prideaux Hiſtor. Com. Lib. 5. 


p. 347. Among us Chriſtians, who have no re- 


$ gard to what the Jes tell us of their oral Tra- 
dition, and their preſerving of the true reading 
of the Scriptures by it, the Queſtion is about 


„ the Authority of the reading itſelf; i. e. whe- 


ther the Vowel Points were affixed by Ezra, 
% and therefore of the ſame divine Authority 
£ with the reſt of the Text, or elſe invented ſince 


s by the Jewiſß Criticks called the Maſſorites; 


and whether therefore they may not, as bei 
* of human Authority only be altered an 
changed, where the Analogy of Grammar, the 
Style of the Language, or the nature of the 
Context, or any thing elſe ſhall give reaſon for 
« a better Reading. And this being the ſtate of 
* the Queſtion; as it is now in debate among 
« Chriſtians, that Side of it which I have laſt 
mentioned, is that which is now generally (Cat- 
* cott unwarily ſays by all, ſq has left Mr. Bed- 
* ford out of the learned World) held for the 


„ Truth, and theſe following Arguments make 


68 ſtrongly for it. Then follow t Arguments 
„ which Mr. C. has tranſcribed,” 


This being the State of the Caſe, and the An- 


tiquity which is to give them Authority heing ta 
reach as high as Ezra, let us ſee whether the Dr. 
is for the Antiquity of them or no 

Lib. v. p. 346. Whether Ezra on this Review 


2 


did add the Joel Points, which are now in the 


Hebrew 
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Hebrew Bibles in an harder Queſtion to be decided; 
From hence to p. 352. he is ſtating the matter in 


diſpute and ſummoning up the Arguments on 
both ſides, then gives us what ſeems, he ſays to 
him, to be the Truth of the matter. Rejects their 
Authority, 1ſt, becauſe the Fews (from whom we 
received the ſacred Oracles of God, and who till 
Chriſt were the Church of God; and on whoſe 
Authority we determine what is authentick Serip- 


ture and what not) never received the Points into 


their Synagogues, Says, 2. It is moſt likely, 
that theſe Vowel Points were the invention of the 
Maſorites a little after the time of Ezra. Which 


is giving up the Antiquity contended for. After 


this the Doctor offers his Reaſons why the Maſo- 
rites were the Inventors of the Points; and Why 
he thinks they were invented a little after the time 
of Ezra, namely, becauſe at that time the He- 


brew became a dead Language p. 334. when all 
« learnt it from their Cradles, it was no hard 
t matter for thoſe who thus underſtood the Lan- 
« guage to learn to read it by the Letters only 


« without the Vowels. But when the Hebrew be- 


« came a dead —_— the caſe was altered. 
under 


« For then inſtead o ſtanding it firſt in or- 
« der to read it, they were firſt to read it in or- 
der to underſtand it; and therefore having not 
e the previous knowledge of the Language to di- 
ti rect them therein, they muſt neceſſarily have 


«..had ſome pe whereby to know with 
yllable was to be pronoun- 


„ what Vowel every 
“ ced, and to give them this help, the . Vowel 
« Points ſeem certainly to have been invent- 
«ed; and therefore the time of this invention 
cannot be placed later than the time when they 
became neceſſary, i. e. when the Hebrew became 
« a dead Language, 
« perfected and brought to that order, in which 
now it is, till ſome ages after. And p. 357. is 

| „not 


h perchance it was not 


we baye the Doctor's leave pt Mr. Bedford and. 
Mr. Catcols, or Mr. Bedford and my ſelf may car- 


| —_— calling the Points to the aid of either ſide; 
Ats to their being neceſſary. to underſtand the Lan- 


1 ſhould not cite (becauſe no man's Opinion ought, 


(9 Y . 
A eee e e "LIT. « Whether 
&,.they are the ſame Vowel Points that are now. ( 
6. uſed, or other ſuch like ſigns to ſerve the ſame 
« pur is not material, _ therefore I ſhall. 
&, raiſe no Enquiry. about it; Only I cannot but 
4% ſay, that finge, neceſſity firſt introduced the uſe. 
* 0 N it is moſt likely. that no more were at 
4% fixſt uſed, than there was a neceſſity for, but 
% that the augmenting of them beyond this to the 
1 number of 3 proceeded only from the 
& gyer-nicety of the after Maſorites.. Three ſerved. 
« the Arabs; and five moſt other Nations, and no 
«; _ they exceeded not this Number atopy the 
es? :: 

All the Points then ate neceſſary for, in 
«a Doctor's Opinion is to help the Pronunciation 
end aſſiſt in teaching the Language to others. And 


ry on a diſpute in qoriting about the Hebrew words, 


guape-he gives his Opinion tothe contrary, which 


to he urged as an Argument in matters of this na- 
ture; but the Doctor gives reaſonis for his opinion, 
and beſides it: will elear Mr. Caſcott, p. 364. To 
<« thoſe Who thoroughly know the Language, the 
Letters alone wick the Context are {ufficient to 
9 ** determine the-Reading, as now: they are in os 
*1:Pther Hebrew Books.. 
„ P. 360. However ſince it (Pointing) was 
ns only by man's Art, it is no authentick | 
6 9055 the holy Scriptures, and therefore t py 
Points are not ſo unalterably fixed to the Text, 
but that a change may be made in them, when 
the nature of the Context, or the Analogy of 
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« or any Ke elſe ſhall give a ſufficient reaſol ; 


« for it,” r. B. ſays Exam. p. 103. that he 
entirely ſubmits to. Door Prideaux*s Opinion con- 


cerning the Points, I hope he will ſubmit to this, 
and ſarceaſe the Clamour he has raiſed about al- 


tering the Vowel Points, nor attack us any more 
with Arguments from the Rules of Pointing, but 
confine himſelf to the teaſons we give for breakin 

through them.) And in the next Paragraph, VI. 


«© It doth not from hence follow, that the ſacred 
% Text will therefore be left to an arbitrary and 

« uncertain reading, for the genuine Reading is 
« as certain in the unpointed "Hebrew Books, as 


the genuine Senſe is in the pointed,” Tells us no 
other Hebrew Books are pointed, and adds, 

« were I to have my choice, I would defire to 
% have the Bible with Points, and all other He- 
« brew Books without them, I would deſire the 


Bible with Points, becauſe they tell us how the 


« Fetus did antiently read the Text, but doth 
not ſay, becauſe they are neceſſary to underſtand it. 
And p. 361. among other Things, fays though 
« it would look ſtrange to thoſe who were conver- 


0 ſant only with the modern European Lan 


to ſee the Conſonants only written, and that it 
© would then be hard to find out what the word 
* Was {and by the by Mr. B. has made uſe of this 
* 28 aA 192 for the Points in Hebrew, Exam. 


« 5. 87. ru 4 it is not ſo in Hebrew but quite 


„otherwiſe. or in that Language, (ſays the 


- Doctor) there is never more than one Vowel i in 


©: one, Syllable, and in moſt Syllables only one 
„Conſonant, and in none more than two, and 
1 therefore in moſt words the Conſonants confine 
* us to the Vowels, and determine how the word 


is to be read, and if not at leaſt the Context 


„ doth.— Where the Letters joined in the ſame 
yp "YH do' not determine the * there oh 
Words 
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44 Fords joined in the ſame Sentence always do, 


Gives an inſtance out of our own Tongue in the 
word Let, that the Context (and. ſo I may add 
that pointing is not neceſſary on that ſcore) will de- 


termine the meaning of words which, have various 


Senſes when put alone, what the Letters cannot 
* do, when the word is put alone by it ſelf, that 


4 the other words always do with which it is join- 


ed in the Context,” Concludes that it muſt be 
Ignorance or  Inattention in thoſe who miſtake. 
the Letters, and that though the Bible had never. 
been pointed we need not have gone either to the 
Church of Rome or elſewhere to fix the true read- 


* 


ings of it. But to go on wit Ts 
Exam. p. 34. And then to affirm that the Anti- 


7 of theſe Points is given up by all the learned 


Vorld, while the learned Author, which he quotes, 
is expreſs to the contrary, is as unaccountable, I 
have ſhewn that the Antiquity of the Points, viz. 


their Invention in Exra's time, is given up by the 


Doctor, who believes that ſome few were invent- 


- ed preſently after, but doubts how many, and 


thinks additions were made ſome Centuries after; 
however rejects their Authority and Neceſſity of 
uling them in fixing the reading or meaning of the 


words: and it would be unaccountable to me how. 


Mr. B. dared to charge Mr. Catcott with citing Dr. 
Prideaux as of the ſame Opinion with himſelf, of 
whoſe Opinion he has not ſaid one word; and 
then bringing the Doctor of his on ſide of the 
. who is ſo expreſs -againſt. the Authority 
the Points, and the Antiquity of them, which 
the Doctor more than once obſerves is in diſpute, 
among Chriſtians; this I ſay would be unaccoufit- 
able to me, had not I ſeen ſo many other Inſtan- 
ces of the Examiner's Effrontery in citing his Au- 
thors ; ſeveral of which are pointed out. 


# 
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* 
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Fridemur, aqui Deinion Ms, B. entirely ſybr 
mils, is of ,Opigipn. the Points oints cannot be au- 
thoritative la air Pai, run a8 gh as 
Ezra, and have him for their Author, but 
Mr, B. (the benm of, p. 34.) ſays he, deſires, no 
more than that chey were 400 cars before Chriſb, 
and ſo ſome. years after Lara ſo gives up ** 
deaus, and argucs that aur Hed Saviour, had the 
Points. een fo. 6hominable, would baue ive us N me 
bin of Ibis matten. Pur Sayiour. doth not particu- 
| lariſe the Traditions of their Elders, bot cautions us 
vgainlt chem by, whaleſale; and bis Silence is no- 
gung ua the purpoſed or is rather ba Argument 
were not then — erp © 2 | 311 
9m. p. 38. at dhe bottom, Se THREE 
put Jake wide of another Quotation. cut uf Pr. Prir 
deaux, hee? theſe Maſorites, wha; ere; che Hu- 
urs if tbe Mace eutaut, werf a Monſiraus 
hing fort ef Men, &c. Ii buſineſs, in diſpuue is 
the Authority of #he w .Vowels:; i 3 
Ai not intend to Jafſen it, 17 nat vu he made 
this. Qyatation.. Tf be did, his Quatatiam is watbing 
tn besptrgaſe.-—oT he. Argument runs, thus, the Na: 
ſorites who lived after: the Dyſtruttion-af Sa 
were a tniſting People, therefore the; Maſorites infit: 
luer by Bara muſt de ſſo ice. Or ebe, Maſorites of 
on 8 8 eee eee h 
in m five huudredgeans he one, m 
ſame, Rkere lo nt the, leaſt, Evidence xhat 5 
did inſtimte Any fach: Orderof Men. But. waving 
thats ew, trifling is this Argument; for if the & 
thors of the Meforg now ent were. monſtroa 
made eee eee y of: — 
ſo; becauſe the Masa is a, coll ——— of all 7 — g 
chief Remarl s can bis ee opon the Helnem 
Text, from tltæir inſt beginning to that time, it; 
About| the year of Ghrift 1030.1 But waving 

hs wants not; r Inveptors, J — 
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the Publiſhers we are concerned with. The Ra. 
bies and Maſſorites were now blended together, 


and the Points taken into their upper Schools. Hiſt, 
Connect. p. 359. Some time after making the Tal. 


« mud (i. e. after the year of Chriſt 500) in what 
„ Year or Age is uncertain, the Punctuation of the 
<6 Maſorites having been judged by the Jewiſh 
„tors to be as uſeful and neceſſary a way for pri. 
*: ſerving of the Yraditionary Readings of the He. 
<<” brew Scriptures as the Miſhna and Gemir 
% had been then found to be fur proferving of the 
* traditional Rites, Ceremonies,” and Doctrine: 'f 
<6 their Religion, it was taken into their Divinity 
(he ſhould have ſaid Satanity, for what pre- 
tende is there to call ſuch Nurſeries of Blaſphe- 
my and Apoftaſy, any thing elſe but Satanty?) 
% Sebools : and it baving been thert reviewed and cor: 
vetted by ibe © learnedet (and conſequently" the 
wickedeſt) | of their Rabbies, and ſo formed. and ſii. 
= tled by-them-as to contain all thoſe authentick Read 
a . ings, which bad been delivered down to them by Mo. 
ſes ever ſince that time the: Points in tht Hebrew 
have been by - the Jews beld-—as unalterablt as il. 
Letters themſelves. | What have we to do with any 
thing that eame from them, or to look on any d 
their Readings as aut bentict when the Spirit of God 


had for ſo many years forſaken them, and they were 
become, as they are often Called, che Children of 


Satan] Now was the caſe' verified Mat; xii. 43 
ben the unclean Spirit is gens out f a Man (the 
Few) be walketh through. dry places (the heath 
Countries) ſeeking reſt and findeth none (he had no 
ace there, they received Chriſtianity) ben /ay/ WW 

be I will return to my houſe'whence I came out (the if 
Jewiſb Church when he went out of ie, but Chriſ- 
tian when he came back to it) and when be is come, 
be finds it empty (of what was in it before; vis. 
Rites and Ceremonie*; Types, and their — 
„ notions 


1 (99) 
bottens), ſwept "bite cleanſed) and arnitbed 
(with faith) ben, goeth be and taketh unto him ſeven 
other Spirits more wicked than himſelf, and they en- 
ter in (to the Man) and divell there, and ra tara 
(che laſt Things, T houghts, Contrivances, Ac- 
tions) the laſt ate of that Man is worſe than the 
firſt, even ſo ſhall it be unto this wicked Generation®*. 
Chriſt ſays expreſſly this they were to grow ſeven 
times worſe than they were then. Was this ful- 
filled or no; or did the Fews grow better Men, 
when the Devil had taken A eventaid Poſſeſſion 
of them? | 


8111 4 * 


r 
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Sacrifices were ſv 


425 
| nſtitated.ceaſ , and thei oli 
20. . jy Ts AT. 


4% - Water, Dew ten, repreſent the as Mga AP 
ew Bl Gifts of the Holy Spirit; Je. xliv. 3- J will pour Water upon 
Wm KW that is'thirfly, and. Floods upon the dry Ground: 1 will pour 
my Spirit wet: Seed: the n 2 e 9 e 
dry 74 cer, dry and thirſty, deſirous to dr 
vel reſt and 2 none. 
The Rug ion ſet up at Babel, was now, / as it was . 
47 difted it ſhould: be, confounded ; and the Heathens "uy 
came in on, the Apo Ponte kee. of he explainin (as no 
doubt t they did) the confuſed ains of the revealed Rites, 


2 Sacrifices, &c. t left. them, 
which io. al e 2 7 paths. e 


; which at Babeg. had 2 
ST — — ng Met e Mere, Fb — of 52 
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no Heavens, or Air o —_ in V ogreation on, and 
ſays — _ Bodies; in circulatipg the Earth; in er 2 they 
(the ninge Fer. Ge. was now loſt z and the Lowe and F. Wo 

(| paid them on courſe dropt with that Knowledge. 


were ſoon taught to atknowledge the true Deſign of che 1152. 
and to worſhip the great GL | wha was come, ſo the Devil 
had no Nom nor Reſt amongſt 

Then he /qys Twill return upto ok avhence 1 came out 3 ans 
when be i; come be, finds it emp 7 wept, and garniſht. 
Empty, 


$58 
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Mr. Bedford often ſtomachs our calling theſe 
Wretches Apoſtates, hath he any reaſon? If the 
Jeu have grown better ſince Chriſt ſaid theſe dread- 
ful things of them, let him ſhew us when and 
where; ſurely not whilſt they were Faru 
their curſed Traditions that drew theſe W Re- 


Empty, as above, and ſwept, of their Sacrifices; Wc; ani 
garniſb d, as Chriſtianity had taken place, 
Church was garniſh'd with Faith, and its Ornaments, 
whole Chorus of Chriſtian Graces. This was a Sight the ma- 
litious Fiend could not been. 
. Then goeth he and taketh unto him ſeven other Spirits mm 
wicked than himſelf, and they enter in, and dwell there, 
Not into the Houſe, i. e. the Church, but into the Mar, a 
ere becauſe the Devils entering in, is — as the reaſon, 
that the laſt State of that Man was worſe than the firſt, The 
Jeau, the Inhabitant of the houſe was corrupted before Chril 
came, and though the firſt Inhabitant was turned out, and 
the houſe given to others, as Mar. xxi. 43. The Kingdom of 
God ſhall be taken from you and given to a Nation bringing fem 
the Fruits thereof: Now Iflled that antient Proph 
Gen. ix. 27, The Elabia TW} TB! will be Japheth to Japheth. 
(F apheth ſignifies to over-perſuade, over-reach in Argument, 
catch 7 guile. St. Paul ſeems to allude to this 2 Cor, Xii. 16. 
1 caught you with Guile.) And he ſhall duell in the Tints o 
Shem. Shem is a Title of Chriſt,” and the Perſon” here named 
ſo was the youngeſt Son of Maß, from whom Abraham, b 
Chri He was wh 5 of Chriſt being choſe his Re 
entative, and having the Primogeniture given him, Which 
by Birth was Ham's ; but on the ſcore of his 71 at 'Baby 
was taken from him; it was not given to 1 becauſ 
they forſook the living Elahim, though not ſo fobn s Han 
both which as the Flahim foreſaw they guarded againſt” and 
gave it to Shem, whoſe Poſterity did not 17 1 abſolute 
renounce” the Chriſtian Diſpenſation till Chriſt came, ben 
they did, 0 be Kin er mw _— wg tn 
and given to th, a Nation bringing forth the Frufit there 
Fapieth was "fa yo ſſeſſion of the” 5 — of die 2 70 
may be conſtrued in ſhort, ** God will bring Fapberb, by Guile 
in within the Pale of the Church.“ Jas Bow te. 
formed, but Shem was forſaken of God, and 'greiy/ more and 
more d nerate. © ; 925 py ng: f wi fc i 7 
And the laft State of that Man is worſe than the f. 
The Jeuus, the Poſterity of Sb were at laſt infinitely mon 
wicked than at firſt, and farther from Chriſtianity than thoſe 


, ; 
» 'Þ * 


# * 


,the.. Hauſe, the 
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flections upon them; ſo that Mr. C. hath proved 
that they were infinitely worſe than Triflers : for 
theſe were the Men who were the Authors of that 
farrago of Blaſphemy, Stupidity and Impudence which 
goes under the name of the Talmuds : Let any one 
Jook at their Lyes, Forgeries, their blafphemous, 
abſurd and ridiculous Stories, ſo bad that one 


Writer after citing ſome few of them, ſays he 


would not ſtain paper with any more of them; 


theſe are enough to ſhew that the Jews were for- 
faken of God and Common Senſe. See Hebrew 
Writings perfect p. 43. , 

And whether the Bible was WA pang by the 
ſame numerical Men who publiſhed any or all of 
their various Tracts, ſignifies nothing; it was done 
by Men of the ſame Principles, embarked in the 
ſame diabolical cauſe. All of them ſince Chriſt 
were the ſame; and tho* Pointing were allowed to 
have its origin ſooner, ſo from honeſt Men, as 
about Eæra's Time, ſome of them were, yet the 
firſt time the Bible was pointed was about the year 
of Chriſt 1030, and the Publiſhers were Ben Aſher 
and Ben Napthali, who belonged to their Schools 
in Meſopotamia, where Dr. Prideaux tells us Hiſt. 
Con, p. 338. They made innovations in their antient 
uſages, and hammered the Law and their antient Tra- 
who crucified Chriſt. 
Temple placed their hopes in the Law, and a 


had till the Deſtruction of their 
punctual obſer- 


vance of the Typical Ceremonies, Theſe were at an end, and 


ſo no longer the ſupport of their Hopes. In the room of them, 
they ſubſtitute their own Righteouſneſs, Pardons, Penance, c. 
Commit their Traditions with large Additions, and mne-/4 Al- 
terations to writing, renounce the Trinity; deny the Efficacy 
of 5 anch the Ev 

Holy Writ ; go on from one degree of Wickedneſs to another, 
enlarging the number of their forgeries, and doing all the wit 
and malice of Man and Devil could deviſe to undermine, cor- 
rupt, and ſtop the Progreſs of Chriſtianity ; and at laſt the De- 


vil by their Agency ſet up Mahometi/m, which ſoon Tpread it 
ſelf fir _— n h 4, 


and near, overſpread the Church of God in 4/a with 
part of Europe and Africa. 5 


Hi. ditions 


vidence of Miracles, and the Authority of 


- 3 3 
ditions into what form they pleaſed. Have we any 
Security they made no Alteration in what was 
handed down to them relating to the Points! Might 
they not, nay we have Dr. Prideaux's Authority 
(which is concluſive againſt the Examiner) that 
they did play the ſame raſcally Tricks here, as 
with the reſt of their Traditions. Suppoſe then 

the Points invented with ever ſo good deſign, by 
a Set of the honeſteſt Men, there was no Copy of 
the Bible pointed, no Book publiſhed ſo as to give 
the Werld Security that there was no foul Vis, 
the Villains of Meſopotamia firſt publiſhed them, 
as they are now in ſome Bibles, I do not take 
upon me to ſay, where they were invented, at 7e. 
ruſalem, Tiberias, or their Univerſities in Meſops- 
tamia, by thoſe of the laſt they were added to the 
Text, and I ſuppoſe were then firſt handed out 
to the World, and might have been hammered 
into another form, as the Law ) Cc. were by them. 
So that, however honeſt we may ſuppoſe or alloy 
the firſt Inventors of Pointing to have been, al 
the Authority which ariſes to them from thence, 
vaniſhes at once, ſince the Diſcovery fell into the 
hands of thoſe Dogs, and had had nothing for 6 
many years to preſerve the Multiplicity of Rules 
in it but the Heads and Memories of thoſe trifling 
fools the Maſorites, All the Men of ſuperior 


Rank and Learning among the Jes from four 


hundred years before Chrift to fix hundred years 
after Chriſt (for they do not pretend to fix it to 
any age between) ſo diſregard the Points as ne- 
ver to. mention them in their Writings or take 
any notice of them, but baniſhed them their Divi- 
nity Schools, (I wiſh to God Chriſtians would be 
as wiſe,) and left them to their reading Schools; 
this is what Dr, Prideaux ſays, whoſe Opinion 


Mr. B. ſubſcribes to. 
Mr, 
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Mr. B. tells us from the Doctor, that no body cubo 
ſhould undertake a new Punctuaſion of the Bible can 


| do it better, We have no thoughts of any ſuch 


undertaking ; let the Devi and his Imps, who 
palmed it upon us, take it back by wholeſale, we 
deſire to have nothing to do with it or them. 
They were in⸗Chriſt's days a generation of Vipers, 
Matt. iii. 12, Childyen of Hell, xxiii. 15. Serpents, 


4 generation of Vipers, v. 33. The Devil their 


Father, Job. viii. 44. and their Proſelytes twofold 
more the Children of Hell than they; which gives 
but little reaſon to think their Children were, or 
that their Diſciples will be, better Men. 

Mr. B. tells us p. 35. that tbe Scribes and Law- 
yers kept theſe Points in their own cuſtody, that they 
might engroſs all this Learning to themſelves, and 
be reputed the only wiſe men; and this is the reaſon, 


* that they were not publick till ſome Centuries after. 


But how doth he know they had the Points kept up, 
hath he any Evidence for this? why yes, it is not 
unlikely that Chriſt upbraided them with it in thoſe 


worde, Wo unto you Lawyers, for ye have 
| * taken away the Key of Knowledge, &c,” If 


this were the Key of Knowledge, and Men could not 
come into Chriſt for want of it; our Bleſſed Sa- 
viour, who commanded his Diſciples to ſearch the 
Scriptures, would have taught them the art of 
pointing, without which ir ſeems they could not 


| ſearch the Scriptures nor come in to him; and they 


would have taught others; and if Chriſtians had 
had them, they might and ought and would have 
publiſhed them, ſuppoſing them ſo very neceſſary 
to the underſtanding the Scriptures, and it would 
not have been in the power of thoſe, who rejected 
him, for Evidence of whom the Scriptures were 
wrote, to have kept this neceſſary Key for ſome Cen- 
turies from coming into the hands of thoſe who 
were willing to make uſe of it. A heavy Accu- 
| | 4 - ſation 
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gon this My. I. bring againſt Chriſt, and his A- 
poſtles. The Apoſthes had the Key-of Knowledge, 
which was to let Men imo the Church, and hot- 
bs Rey re Men could not enter without it, 
yet they left it for ſome Centurics in the hands of 


their and our profeſſed Enemies, and then it came 


out by chance. 4 | 
I now proceed to p. 102. where Mr. B. treats 
profeſſedly on the Points; he promiſed to bring 
the beſt Evidence he could, but hath brought no- 
thing but the aſſertions of others; whether they 
have given reaſons for what they ſay, ſeems to be no 
Concern of his. If a Prideau or a Lightfoot, a 
Meade, or Sc. affirm any thing, he hath no more 
to do but cite them, with a whoſe Opinion Tentirely 
ſubmit to. When a man gives Opinions inſtead of 
Reaſons, it Jooks as if he had no. Reaſons to give. 
There is indeed in Dr. Prideaus ſome Shadow of 
an argument in favour of the Points; not I mean as 
to their abſolute authority, divine original or anti- 
quity before the Canon of Scripture was cloſed : but 
that they are earlier than our Bleſſed Saviour, and 
of ſome uſe in Learning the Tongue or Sc. and as 
Mr. Bedford hath referred himſelf to the Doctor, I 
will conſider what he hath offered. The Dr. ſum- 
mons up the Arguments in favour of Pointing 
Hliſt. Conne#t. lib. g. p. 349. (what is included in 
theſe marks is not the Dꝰs words, but ſenſe.) 
1. The two Books Babir and Zobar, the 
s one ſaid to be written a little before, the other a 
„ little after our Saviour, mention the vorbel 
% Points, But theſe are both forged Books, ſo 
*© their authority out of the Queſtion, n. 
2. Unlikely that the vowel Points ſhould be 
invented at Tiberias about 500 years after 
Chriſt: Becauſe, ſay they, they had no Schools 
there, and all their learned men were removed 
into Meſopotamia”, (Then they might be 3 
ven 
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( 105 * 
vented in Meſopotamia.) * But there were Jews 
5 there about that time, becauſe St. Ferom made 
c uſe of one of them. | 

« Beſides they who deny the Points are not 
e obliged to defend Elia: LevitaN aſſertion that 
+ Tibertas and the year 500 or thereabouts were 
the place and time of their Invention: or to 
« fix it to any place or time. They who aſſert 
their authority are to ſettle thoſe matters. 

3. * The Maſorites, who are the Authors of the 
„ preſent Maſora, not the Inventors of the Poin 
4 becauſe it contains many Criticiſms on the wm 
Heinis; and none uſe to criticife « on their own 
„ Works, 

I may anſwer as before; that it concerns not us 
to fix it upon any particular Perſons, any more 
than to a particular Time and Place. 

The Dr. anſwers indeed juſtly that the Maſerites 
hſted many years: and the Maſora is a collection 
of all their chief marks and Criticiſms upon the He- 
brew Text from their firſt beginning to the year 
of Chriſt 1030, So I ſay ſome might invent, and 
19 write Criticiſms upon the Points. 

- 4. ** The Difficulty of learning Hebrew when i 
68 b a dead Language without Points or ſome 
e ſuch fgns. And this, ſays the Dr. is the beſt and 

ſtrongeſt argument for their having been always 
in uſe from that time; and accordingly deſcants 

* it for ſome Pa 


I AAT he epdici ſhould be uncertain _ 
* without Points and fo drive us to the Pope, the inn 
fallible Guide for Direction.” I wiſh the Pope 


would take upon him to teach Hebrew; but I don't 
find that ſuch great men have any Inclination ta 


meddle with, or encourage the ſtudy of the origi- 


nal Scriptures. The Hebrew Scriptures were al- 
ways at too — a diſtance From alſhood to give 
5 any 
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any ſtrength to Tradition, Opinions, or Imagi- 
nation; and I believe the very contrary is the Rea. 
ſon that they are ſo little ſtudied ; and the Studiers, 
of them anathematized, by the Pope, and the like 
| becauſe they give no encouragement to their Tra- 
ditions, and expoſe their falſe claim of authority 
and deference to their opinions in matters of Reli- 

ion, which they have been forced to take up thro? 
gnorance, Lazineſs or Deſign from the Enemies of 
mankind. Our own Church, thank God, has been 
wiſer: and our Divines are as eminent for their 
ſkill in the original Language of Revelation as 
they are juſtly the eſtecm of moſt men for their Pi- 
ety and Learning. They are not contented them- 
folves to form their own notions of Divinity on the 
Scripture, but in publick and private direct others to 
do the ſame; making the Language their own 
ſtudy, and encouraging and promoting the ſtudy of 
it in others. From hence indeed they claim no 
merit. The Commands of Chriſt and Declarations 
of Scriptures are ſo frequent and expreſs : Search 
the (Hebrew) Scriptures : they are they which teſtify of 
me, faith Chriſt ; and tells us men will not receive or 
believe the New Teſtament, till they believe and 
underſtand Moſes and the Prophets, Fob. v. 46. 
Had ye believed Moſes, ye would have believed me, 
But if ye believe not his writings, how ſhall ye believe 
words, and ſo in many other places. AZ. iii. 17, 
18, St. Peter makes their Reetting of Chriſt to be 
from not underſtanding the Law and the Prophets, 
And Sr. Paul tells Timothy that the (Heb.) Scrip- 
tures were able to make him wiſe unto ſalvation. 
This is not ſpoke in oppoſition to the New Teſta- 
ment, which 1s only an account of the Completion 
of the Predictions with ſome Explications and oc- 
caſional Rules of Life &c. but contains no points 
of Chriſtiznity not before wrote of; nor js the Caſe 


now 
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any Force, which the Dr. ſays is 
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i now in point of Evidence different from what it was 


then. Tro ignorance, ſaith $7, Peter, ye denied the 
Holy One and the Fuſt, as did alſo your Rulers. But 


thoſe things which God before had ſbewed by the 


mouth of all his Prophets, that Chriſt ſhould ſuffer, 


be ſo bath fullfilled, This muſt have been the caſe 


again, and they might have denied the Juſt and 
Holy One, had they not ſtudied thoſe antient 
Records, The Prophets, and had recourſe to 
them in their Diſputes with Jes, Arians, Deiſts 
Sc. not truſting to any Traditions, or even wri- 
tings of any uninſpired men : who may be Helps to 
Believers in ſome Caſes, but not evidence in mat- 
ters of Faith and Doctrine againſt Gainſayers. 
But to return and ſpeak to the only argument of 

x from the 
uſe of the Points in Learning the Hebrew Lan- 


guage, 


This argument in its utmoſt latitude goes but a 


very little way. It would have been uſeful to 3 

therefore they had Pointing. There are many uſefu 
Inventions, which at this rate of arguing might be 
proved much older than they armee... 
As to Pointing, the Uſe of it may be conſidered 
either with regard to Grammar or Pronunciation. 
As to Pronunciation, it may eaſily be anſwered, that 
Hebrew might be pronounced as Velſb is, I mean their 
Con ſonants (if they made any Diſtinction) might be 
pronounced without Vowels, as in Welſb in many ſyl- 


lables. And the conſtant Reading of the Law &c. 


in their Synagogues, would help their memory and 
preſerve the true Reading, or which is juſt the ſame 
thing, would preſerve one common pronunciation, 
or keep up the ſame way of ſpeaking the words. 

And it is highly improbable that the ſame Letters 
had ſuch a multiplicity of Sounds as they have by 
their Rules at preſent; or if they had 7zhen, it is 
tab . not 


N 
not neceſſary now to the finding out the ſenſe and 
meaning of the words. If every Letter had a 
found fixed to it, that would anſwer the end of 
Maſter and Schojar's underſtanding one another: 
and if they will uſe the Points no further than as 
an help to Pronunciation, let them who will load 
their heads with ſuch a heap of Rubbiſh to fix the 
found of a dead Language, do ſo, if they pleaſe. 
But if they will have Points neceſſary to fixing 
the Rules of Grammar, i. e. to determine what part 
of ſpeech the words are of, I anſwer, the Letters 
with the Context will do that. And as Hebrew 
was talked before it was written, and written be- 


words were before they were pointed, we may know 
now: I imagine the Letters and Context are 
ſafficient for this purpoſe ; that if any one by ex- 
amining the words thro? the Scriptures find the 


leading Ideas they ſtand for, that the Context will, 


where: the Letters do not, give him. light enough ſo 
10 vary the Ideas in the radical Letters as with cer- 


tainty to conform it to our way of ſpeaking, or 


with certainty to determine, as we call it, its part 


of Speech, Number, Caſe, Mood, Tenſ: Sc. an 


Inſtance will explain my meaning. ITMPRX N, 
as the Examiner obſerves is nonſenſe in Latin, pro- 
vided & U were declined as the Latin verbs are. 
Per ſanæ Creavit is not Latin: but The Perſons ere. 
ated is as good Engliſh as God Created; and ſo is 
ITIPRKXM good Hebrew, and Grammar: So Gen, 
i. 28. NWA YI IR WD replete Terram et 
fubigo eam, is not the ſenſe of the words—but in 
Engliſb, Repleniſb the Earth and ſubdue it, is; and 


is Grammar. In many other Inſtances the Engliſh 


will not conform, when ſome other Tongue may : 
and a point or a mark at ſuch a word might be of 


ſome ſmall uſe to a Novice or a Learner: But ſurely 


there 


fore it was pointed, by the fame means as any un- 
inſpired Set of men knew what parts of ſpeech the 


: 3 , > 


Context to render NY2D ſubigite. Sb in other In- 


pend upon it, as in yo., p 


nſtances enough to fatisfy any candid Perſon; 
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there can be no pretence from hence to mas Lone 
Letters uſeleſs, or authority to is. 7 Mas 

when we come to . the 

Tongue which conforms wirheut it. In —— — 
ſtances above, for the Latin Tongue N and BAI 
ſhould be pointed (if people wilt have Points) a8 
if they were N and MPAJ; 1 mean -to help a 
Beginner, one not well acquainted with the N 
provided the H' in ITN is not thought a 
cient Light to render & creav u And 


ſtances the Sigus as ( Yau, and ( Fod We. ate, 
may be ſo pointed as to be what they call mirſcent © 
as the Jod in KT" Sc. Gen. i. is, bes 
cauſe our Engliſh and no other Language that 1 
know of, can n expire ft in the verb, But this can 

be no pretence that the Jod, Yay or Se, ſhall 
be expreſſed where our Langunge will gives 
leave z much leſs if any think of 2 2 . . 


r $08 
We don't d to be able to cenſtrue he whole 
Seriptures, * or to give the Idea of evety word, bf 
to fix every Rule of Grammar, This meth6a 
(tho? the Points have been long extlaitned agaiait) 
has not been'proſecuted long, gia Aan Time and 
Obſervations may be neceſſary. Some Rules" 
laid down, and ſome words t tire? the Sc 
tures in Mr. 's Books: and if thoſe Rules and th 
Senſes put on the words by him vill not land In 


if Inſtances can be brought, well ſupported, whi 
contradict his, and they can't be re conciled'; why 
we muſt Nu up: But we will kee them tit 
that is There is pete he | the ver 
thought of the Hebret words having but one mM 
ing; and making of themſel ves a cafe 
mar, that gives inexprefſible pleaſure to the mah 
of a Chriſtian, The Hebrew Scriptures are the 
Evidence 


3 (110) 5 3 
Evidence of our Faith, the Terms of our eternal 


Salvation are laid down there; the New Teſtament 
contains an account of the Completion of the Pro- 
phecies, but nothing new, with reſpect to Funda- 


and to | be able to determine the ſenſe of it with 


certainty, ſets the mind at reſt in thoſe matters, 


which, moſt, nay only concern it. „ 
1 muſt obſerve, there is not one word of poſitive 
Evidence brought in defence of the Points, only 


conjectural Arguments, probable Reaſons that they 


were invented at ſuch a time. A ſort of arguing 
which would ſtrengthen any poſitive Evidence, not 
what amounts to Evidence it ſelf—ſuch as that it 
is hard to conceive how the Hebrew could be 
taught when it became a dead Language without 


them. To which may be anſwered (beſides what 


has been ſaid) that it might be taught as Latin 
Ec. often are now, by Maſter's talking it 
with his Scholars, in which caſe the Boy has all the 
advantage which he has in learning a living Lan- 


that they did do ſo. 


If Mr. B. will affert they are neceſſary to the 


underſtanding of the Tongue, i. e. the Hebrew 
Scri r. let him produce his Texts that can be 
ond ed with the Points, but not without them ; 
I am ready to join iſſue with him on this point. 
Or let Mr. B. bring ſome Evidence for the authority 
of the Points; not opinions, unexamined aſſertions 
of others, much leſs what reſts wholly on the Teſti- 
mony of thoſe unparallel'd Villains the moſt 


wicked Race of that wicked Generation who cru- 


cified the Lord of Life; and perhaps he will find 
we have ſomething elſe to ſupport the main point 


of our Cauſe ; and that if we are attempting to 


throw 


mentals : The Hebrew then is the Original Record; 


oo EEE oe Lo an wed ens bat. os 2 &'S 5 


guage. But be that as it will: This is only an 
Argument that they ought to have invented Points 
to facilitate the Learning of the Language, not 
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throw down“ a houſe: with a-Gooſe-Quill, ſince it 
is a paper one. he has built, we have choſe a very 
' proper Infirument;- of kf 1.5097; nos; i 
Dr. Prideaux and Mr. B. endeavour to invali- 
date one of the arguments / brought againſt the 
Points, vix. No Chriſtian or Jewiſh: Writer making 
any mention of the Poznts till ſome hundreds of 
years after Chriſt : they endeavour to evade this ; 
Dr. Prideaux by ſaying, The Points were difre- 
garded by the wiſe men, as not worth notice, and 
never taken into their upper Schools-/*cill after 
or about the ſixth Century. Mr. B. by ſaying, 
their wiſe men kept them up as ſecrets to monopo- 
lize the Learning of the Nation to themſelves till 
about that time, p. 10g. but at the bottom of that, 
and top of the next page tells us, as Dr. Prideaux 


doth, that the Points were of no regard among thetf 


learned men till after the Talmuds, and Origen and 


Jerom, but left in the; hands of the Maſorites 3 ſu 


not only contradicts the Dr. whoſe opinion, (at the 
top of the page) he entirely ſubmits to, but himſelf 
likewiſe: In one part of the Page tells us they kept 
up the points for the firſt Six Centuries as rare Se- 
crets; in another part of it, that they uiterly over- 
looked them all that time, as not worthy their Re- 
gard ; ſo forſakes his Guide and falls out with him- 
ſelf, and when he has reconciled himſelf ro himſelf, 
it will be time enough for me to anſ wer. 
This may ſerve to give the Reader a very juſt 
Idea of our Allverſaries, and ſhew, what little re- 
gard they have for Truth, in ſaying any thing that 
looks plauſible and may ſerve at preſent. The 
Points are ſaid to be of vaſt Conſequence in under- 
ſtanding the Scriptures, we aſk how there come to 
to be no footſteps of them in the LXX, or mention 
in later Writers before or ſince Chriſt. Why 
they were not of LOO enough to be taken 
_ roticeof by men of ſenle. 


* See Exam. p. 105. 


When * a is in dliſpute, 
were rare — the fey f knowledge Jn vr 
the wiſe men out of the Pride, that they 3 
1 ſaid, monopolize the knowledge of the Sori 
to themſelves, and this our Saviour himſelf upbra mich 
them with, ind changes them with keeping them 
eee the T eonwhs the * of Knowledge) from de 


Such N Doadtidifiicas! affirmed, boch &f | 
them, with equal aſſurance in the compaſs of one 
page, ſhews pretty plainly: what Cazcort ſays, that 
the Examiner. wants either Common Senſe, or 
Common Honeſty, or both. Mr. Bedford in anſwer 
to Mr. C. who takes notite of a low ſcurrilous Jeſt 
on che Garden of Eden, tells us with as much aſſu- 
rance, as if he thought no body would ever ſee 
Mr. Catcott's Anſwer, that he makes a tragical Ex-. 
_ Elamation; for three pages together an his u/ing. the 
word Garden; but he was guilty of no crime, fot 
he had reall ng what he was about, Exam. p. 
52, When that word, mn thoughts. being on 
another ſje, 7 did not pt "Es hat be bad ſaid 
— pages before. His memory failed him much 
ſooner here, for it did not hold from top to bottom 
of the ſame page. Ido not know what ' buſineſs 
he hath to meddle with what his head will not bear. 
Exam. p. 85." This — inſults Mr. Catcoti 
with his raſhneſs i in prov him to publiſh his 
Objections, He muſt Þ be- a — te Herſan (to 
borrow: one of Mr, H's Gentleman-likt Ewpreſſonts ) 
who knew' all theſe Objeftzons: in tube Courſe of tis 
Studies, and yet would provoke his Opponent (Mr. 
Arthur Bedford himſelf) 10 publiſh them to ibi 
World. As Mr. B. hath ſhewn ſo much of _ 
Gentleman in this Diſpute, I will mend the E 
ſion he finds fault with from Scripture.— A Man's 
_— muſt be ſeared with 4 8 8 
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could fill a couple of Pamphlets with ſuch low, 
profane] eſts, Ribaldry, barefaced Falſehoods and 
groſs Miſrepreſentations of his Adverſaries Words, 


as every where abound in his Obſer. and Exam. 


and I ſuppoſe I ſhall be dealt with in the ſame 


manner; Arguments made for me, anſwered and 


triumphed upon, my own miſquoted or no more 
. taken, than he thinks he can ſay ſomething plau- 


ible to, and then turned off with a low jeſt ;. and 
for excuſe ſay, he could not treat ſuch ſubjects ſe- 
riouſly, with other low dirty ſhifts that a Man is 
drove to, who hath no more honeſty than to en- 
gage in a Cauſe that can't be defended; or hath 
not an Head that can defend his Cauſe. 

[ beg of Mr. B. to publiſh ſome more of his Ob- 
JeHions to the World, and defend thoſe he has al- 
ready made: and if he will (provided he can) do 
it in a candid manner, it will ſhorten the Diſpute 
between us. I heartily thank him for makin 
theſe matters the. ſubject of a Diſpute, becauſe it 
hath induced ſome, and I hope will others to look 
into them. Objections may be raiſed doubtleſs to 


any thing: And it is generally judged that every 


Man hath a right to propoſe what he can, but 
univerſally that Candour and Sincerity ought to 
guide us in the manner we propoſe them; not pri- 
vate Quarrels, Laure, Piques, Envy or Revenge, 
which I have ſome reaſon to think were the Occa- 
ſion of the Ob/ervations on Mr, C's Sermon. Mr. 
B. indeed had Grace enough to be aſhamed “ of 
that dirty, ſcurrilous Performance, and his Exami- 
nation is not ſo low and mean, but he hath made 
that up abundantly otherwiſe, | 


1 For his Bookſeller on Londen-Bridge told me he had recal- 
. a 
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